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AN INTRODUCTION to the HISTORY of the LAW of REAL 
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WATLINGTON, OXON. 
Frechold Brewery and Malting and 38 Licensed Houses (of which 32 are Freehold and 


Copyhold) and Goodwill. 


MESSRS. MORTIMER, JONES, & HENRY 
are instructed by the Executors of the late J. H. Westcar Peel, Esq., to OFFER by 
AUCTION, at the MART, London, on MONDAY, SEPT. 5, at ONE for TWO precisely, 
this attractive BREWING, Wine and Spirit and Aerated Water BUSINESS. The 
concern was for many years carried on with great success by the late owner, and as a 
whole offers an unusually favourable oppoitunity for embarking in a sound country 
concern of moderate extent, distant about 50 miles from London, and with the tied and 
other trade within easy radius of the brewery. 

Particulars may be hid of Mr. W. Buckley Roderick, Solicitor, Llanelly, Carmarthen- 
shire ; of his London Agents, Messrs. Riddell, Vaizey, & Co., 9, John-street, Bedford- 
row, W.C.; Mr. E. T. Allen, at the Brewery; and of the Auctioneers, 12, Nicholas-lane, 
London, E.C. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


ANOTHER PROTRACTED sitting of the Vacation Judge for Chan- 
cery business took age on Wednesday last. There was 4 list 
of forty cases in the paper, a large number of which were 
for various reasons postponed, and the judge did not rise until 
after six o’clock, having made about twenty-five orders. 





Tue pertop of service of Sir Witu1am Henry Waite as 
Assistant Paymaster-General for Supreme Court business having 
expired, Mr. T. Lewis, who has been for some time the senior 
member of the Pay Office staff, and has held the post of Deputy 
Assistant Paymaster-General, has been appointed Assistant 
Paymaster-General in the room of Sir H. W. Wurre. 





By AN ORDER issued under section 148 of the Lunacy Act, 
1890, which we print elsewhere, it is provided that the fees 
and percentages imposed by the rules made under that section 
shaY be taken in stamps, the stamps employed for the purpose 
being in all cases, except for the fees payable for copies of 
documents, impressed. The stamps for denoting the fees pay- 
able for copies of documents may be either impressed or 
adhesive. 

WirH REFERENCE to the proposed institution of a Court of 
Criminal Appeal and the remarks recently made as to the 
severity or leniency of sentences, few lawyers will differ from 
the statement made by Mr. Hopwoon, that “ it is impossible to 
condemn sentences either for being too severe or too light with- 
out having the fullest information as to what passed at the 
trial.”’ There is, however, one view of this subject which 
perhaps has not been sufficiently taken into consideration. 
The information which the public derive from newspaper 
reports of trials either at quarter sessions or petty sessions is 
rarely sufficient to enable anyone who has not been present to 
express an —_ on the case. Each reporter frames his re- 
port to suit the readers of the particular paper for which he 
reports, and be the reports ever so full they have to be edited 
and abridged to meet the exigencies of space. No surprise, 
then, can be felt if some matters which move the minds of 
magistrates in passing sentence or awarding punishment do not 
The conclusion is that, for the purpose of 
founding a correct judgment whether a sentence is too lenient 
or too severe, such reports are not to be treated as of very 
high authority. 





Tue Lanp Recisrry is hardly to be congratulated on the 
i 44 
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new rule which we print elsewhere. Mr. B. G. Laxe called 
attention recently (ante, p. 680) to the fact that where the owner 
of registered land desires to create an equitable charge and the 
person in whose favour it is created is willing to protect himself 
by lodging a caution merely, the office, instead of being satisfied 
with the usual fee of £1, require payment of the full ad valorem 
fee as if the charge had been registered. The injustice of this 
is now recognized, but in a manner which again lays the office 
open to Mr. Laxke’s criticism, and a further letter from him will 
be found in another column. In future no ad valorem fee is to 
be chargeable on the registration of a caution or restriction, 
but a double fetter is put upon this concession. To gain the 
benefit of it the caution or restriction must contain a proviso 
that it shall cease to operate at the end of one year or less from 
the date of registration ; and for fear this condition should be 
avoided by means of renewing the caution or restriction, it is 
provided that the rule is not to apply at all to such renewals. 
The Land Registry officials seem to contemplate the introduction 
of charges which are to expire in one year by lapse of time. 
As to this Mr. Lake says all there is to be said. It shews a 
complete disregard of the practical requirements of business. 
It will require a very different rule to settle the matter satis- 
factorily. 





WHATEVER ARRANGEMENT may be made as to restricting the 

law officers from private practice, it is probable that exemption 
from occasional scandals and repose for the sensitive feelings 
of the London County Council will be purchased at a some- 
what dear price. Absolute prohibition of private practice 
will mean either that the Government will fail to get the best 
men at the bar as Attorney and Solicitor-General, or that these 
officers will have to be pensioned on retiring from office. It is 
impossible to suppose that a counsel of eminence can afford to 
retire from private clients for from three to six years without 
the prospect of a pension to console him while he is working up 
a fresh practice. It may be said that there is the chance of 
promotion to the bench; but nowadays a law officer scorns a 
seat on the High Court bench, and rather sniffs at a Lord 
Justiceship ; hence the probability of a vacancy occurring in 
the class of office affected by these high and mighty personages 
is somewhat remote. It may also be urged that the law officer, 
being kept constantly before the public in Government. cases, 
will have no difficulty in regaining at once his private practice 
when he ceases to hold office. We question this very greatly. 
While the law officer is cut off from private clients other men 
will be coming forward and making reputations, and it is not 
likely that they will be deserted for the ex-official. Suppose, 
for instance (to take the strongest case in favour of the conten- 
tion), that Sir Horace Davey and Mr. Ricpy had been Attorney 
and Solicitor-General for six years and prohibited from private 
ptactice ; is it not certain that two other counsel would during 
that time have acquired a firm grasp of the business before the 
highest courts of appeal? Is it probable that these men would 
be abandoned at once, even for the counsel we have named ? 
There is a rumour that the restriction contemplated is against 
practice before any court other than the ultimate courts of 
appeal. This may suit very well counsel like Mr. Ricny, who 
are already in possession of a leading practice before those 
courts, but to some—perhaps most—law officers it would mean 
practically the same thing as prohibition from private practice. 
n the long run it would not be likely to succeed. Let us 
suppose Mr. Ricuy and Sir Horace Davey still in full private 
practice; what chance would an Attorney or Solicitor-General 
under the rumoured arrangement have against them? The 
inevitable result, it seems to us, even of such a compromise 
as we have mentioned, would be pensions to ex-law officers. 
The old system has, on the whole, worked fairly well, and if 
our supreme rulers, the London County Council, could bring 
themselves to permit it to continue, we believe that the public 
would be the gainers. 


We ruixt elsewhere a batch of new county court rules which 
may be cited either as the 
to the positions assigned to them among the 
The firet takes the place of ord. 5, r. 


tules of 1889, 
1, of the latter rules, 








Hitherto all proceedings which, prior to the 2nd of November, 
1875, were required by statute or otherwise to be com. 
menced by entry of a plaint have been called actions, and 
have been commenced by entering a plaint and issuing a 
summons. This is obviously inconvenient, as the rule cay 
only be interpreted by reference to the law as it existed 
before 1875. Hence it is now provided that all county court 
| proceedings shall, save when otherwise provided by the Act or 
|rules, be commenced by the entry of a plaint and be called 
actions. The next rule is intended to rectify an error which has 
| been made as to requiring notice to be given to the registrar of 
| the service of default summonses. By ord. 7, r. 31, of the rules 
of 1889 it was provided that where such a summons was served 
otherwise than by bailiff a copy of the summons, together with 
an affidavit of service, was within three days to be transmitted 
to the registrar. This was annulled by the rules of 1892, and 
under rule 19 it was sufficient if a copy of the summons and an 
| affidavit of service was transmitted to the registrar at or before 
| the time of entering up judgment. Clearly, however, the regis- 
| trar ought to be at once informed of the date of service, so that, 
in case notice of defence is given, he may know whether it has 
been given within the prescribed eight days. This necessity is 
now recognized, and it is provided that a copy of the summons, 
with the date of service indorsed thereon, shall be transmitted 
to the registrar within three days, though it is still sufficient for 
the affidavit of service to be sent before or at the time of enter- 
ing up judgment. Another change in the rules of 1892 is 
made by rule 5 of the present rules. As to interlocutory appli- 
cations, it was provided, as in the rules of 1889, that they might 
be made ex parte, and either iu or out of court; but frequently 
it is better to make the application on notice, and for such cases 
it is now provided that the notice shall be in writing, and shall 
be a two days’ notice, unless leave for a shorter notice is given 
by the judge or the registrar. Rule 6 introduces a new rule 
into order 25 of the rules of 1889, and provides, in cases where 
a judgment or order has been obtained against a firm, or 
against a person carrying on business in any other than his own 
name, a mode of enforcing the judgment against the members 
of the firm or against such person. Provision is also made for 
the mode of trial of interpleader proceedings transferred from 
the High Court to a county court, and for proceedings under the 
Charitable Trusts (Recovery) Act, 1891. The rules come into 
force on the Ist of October next. 


| 





WE NoTiceD recently (ante, p. 456) the decision of Marnew 
and A. L. Smirn, JJ., in Jte Stephens, Smith, §& Co. and the 
Liverpool Insurance Co. (ante, p. 464), upon the effect of the rule 
in the schedule to the Arbitration Act, 1889, which places the 
costs of a reference and award ‘‘in the discretion of the arbi- 
trators or umpire, who may direct to and by whom, and in what 
manner, those costs, or any part thereof, shall be paid, and may 
tax or settle the amount of costs to be so paid, or any part 
thereof.” This enables the arbitrators or umpire to fix their 
own fees, and so overrules the previously well-settled principle 
which forbade an arbitrator or an umpire to be the sole and 
uncontrolled judge in his own cause: /te Coombs (4 Exch. 839), 
Roberts v. Eberhardt (3 C. B. N. 8. 482). It is natural, therefore, 
to construe the provision strictly, and in Le Prebble and Robinson 
(reported elsewhere) the Divisional Court (Lord CoLEripes, 
C.J., and Cave, J.) have held that it only applies where the 
amount of the fees is settled by the award itself. This was the 
case in Re Stephens, Smith, & Co. and the Liverpool Insurance Co., 
where the arbitrators awarded a certain sum to one of the 
parties, and that the parties should each pay their own costs of 
the reference and a moiety of the costs of.the award—namely, 
£368 158. But in Re Prebble and Fisher the award was silent a8 
to the costs of making it, and all that the umpire did was to in- 
timate to both parties that the award was ready to be delivered 
upon ponent of a sum of £153 16s. 8d., chiefly for fees for 
himself and the arbitrators. The court held that there had 
been no settling of this amount within the provision of the sche- 





tules of July, 1892, or by reference | 


dule, and hence it was liable to taxation in accordance with the 
| rule which prevailed before the passing of the Act. This, how- 

ever, is a mere accident, which can be avoided in future cases 
| by including the fees in the award ; and it is, of course, for the 
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ies to exclude, by express agreement, this part of the 
schedule if they do not wish to be at the mercy of the arbitra- 
tors and umpire. 





Tur casE of Reg. v. Villensky, which we report elsewhere, 
affirms the now settled principle that if stolen goods have once 
got back into the possession of the owner, or of a bailee from 
whom they have been stolen, the offence of receiving them 
as stolen goods cannot subsequently be committed. The ques- 
tion has frequently arisen in cases where the owner or bailee has 
caused delivery to be made for the purpose of entrapping the 
receiver of the goods. This was done in Reg. v. Dolan (Dears. 
0. C. R. 436), where the owner, after he had found the goods 
in the pocket of the thief, directed the thief to go and sell them 
as he had intended. The buyer was convicted of receiving 
stolen goods, but it was held that the conviction was wrong. 
Practically the possession had been resumed by the owner, and 
the goods had lost their character of ‘‘stolen goods.” To hold 
otherwise, it was pointed out, would lead to startling results. 
“T do not see,” said Lord Campsett, C.J., ‘‘ how the conviction 
can be supported, unless the doctrine were laid down that if at 
any period of the history of a chattel which has been stolen and 
has been restored to the owner, who has long had it in his pos- 
session, the same chattel should be received from the owner by 
a person who knew that it had been once stolen, such a receiving 
would be an offence within the statute.” Exactly similar was 
Reg. v. Hancock (14 Cox ©. C. 119), where a boy who had been 
detected in stealing a cigar had five others given to him by his 
master, and was directed to take them to the intending receiver. 
The conviction of the receiver was quashed. In both these cases 
the actual possession of the goods appears to have been taken by 
a policeman, but this was done in the presence of the owner, and 
the subsequent sale was with the owner’s assent. In Zhe Queen 
v. Schmidt (14 W. R, 286, L. R. 1 C.C. R. 15) the goods were 
stolen from a railway company, and then re-delivered to the 
same company for transmission to the receiver. The parcel was 
opened by a policeman, who saw that the goods were stolen, and 
directed the company’s servants to complete the transit. It was 
agreed that the company were for the time being in the position 
of owners, and the conviction of the receiver was quashed, 
though the court was divided on the question whether 
possession was really taken by the company. In the present 
instance also the goods were stolen from carriers, but, as posses- 
sion was clearly taken by the carriers again, the difficulty which 
was felt in Zhe Queen v. Schmidt did not arise. The case, accord- 
ingly, fell within the decision in Reg. v. Dolan. Morally, of 
course, the guilt of the receiver is complete, but to constitute at 
law the offence in question the goods must be at the time of 


receipt ‘‘stolen goods,”’ and, unless they are to continue so for | P 


ever, they lose this quality directly possession is resumed by a 
person entitled to hold them. 








ESTATE DUTY. 


Tux decision of Wricut and Corus, JJ., in Attorney-General 
v. Aberdare (8 Times Law Rep. 653), makes it desirable to con- 
sider when estate duty is payable in respect of personal pro- 
perty comprised in settlements created either by will or by deed. 
The facts of the case were shortly as follows:—On the 
marriage of B., her father, A., settled a policy of assurance on 
his own life, the trusts being, in effect, for B. for life with 
remainder to her children. A. died in 1890, leaving B. surviving, 
and B. had ten children. The policy moneys amounted to over 
£20,000. It was decided that estate duty was payable, not- 
withstanding the fact that neither the value of B.’s life interest 
nor any share of any one reversioner (whether coupled with the 
value of B.’s life interest in that share or not) amounted to 
£10,000, 
_ By section 6 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889, 
it is enacted that, ‘‘ Where the value of any succession upon the 
death of any person dying on or after the Ist day of June, 1889, 
chargeable with duty under the Succession Duty Act, 1853, and 


tho Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, exceeds £10,000,” | 


4 separate statement of the value of the succession shall be 
delivered together with the account to be delivered under section 





\ 








45 of the Succession Duty Act, and one per cent. estate duty 
paid in respect of the value of the succession, in addition to the 
succession duty. Sub-section 4 provides that the duty imposed 
shall be assessed and paid in like manner as succession duty, and 
“be subject to the enactments relating to that duty so far as 
the same are applicable.” 

In the case under discussion, in consequence of the death of 
A., succession duty became payable (by the joint effect of section 
32 of the Succession Duty Act and section 12 of the Legacy 
Duty Act, 36 Geo. 3, c. 52) in respect of the whole of the policy 
moneys, and not on the value of B.’s life interest only—inasmuch 
as B. and her childrea were chargeable with duty at the same 
rate. In all such cases it is the practice to deliver one account 
shewing the whole value of the fund, and to pay succession duty 
thereon when the tenant for life first becomes entitled in 
possession, and then no further duty is payable on his or 
her death; and whenever the fund exceeds £10,000, estate 
duty has been claimed and paid: but where no life in- 
terest is interposed, no estate duty has hitherto been claimed 
except in respect of any individual share in the fund which 
exceeds £10,000 in value, the idea at Somerset House being 
that the former case constituted one succession because one 
“account” only was necessary, but that, in the latter case, 
there were several successions, because several “ accounts” 
had to be delivered, each one relating to the share of the 
individual successor. It seems absurd that the payment or 
otherwise of a duty should depend, not upon the value of the 
fund, nor upon the value of each successor’s share, but upon 
the number of pieces of paper to be filed at Somerset House, 
and it is needless to remark that the decision arrived at by the 
court in the above case was not in any way based upon such 
playing with words. 

In giving judgment Mr. Justice Wricur is reported: to have 
said that section 6 of the Act of 1889 meant to make the pay- 
ment of “succession” duty (evidently a mistake for “‘ estate” 
duty | depend on the value of that which was the subject-matter 
of the succession, not upon the value of what the individual 
recipient might take. He considered that the Succession Duty 
Act, 1853, was incorporated with the Act of 1889, and, there- 
fore, in effect he read the word “succession” in section 6 of 
the latter Act as meaning “ property” chargeable with suc- 
cession duty, according to the definition of the word in the 
former Act, and he ends his judgment as follows: ‘‘The estate 
duty imposed by section 6, as well as that imposed by section 5, 
is not a property tax on the amount received, but an additional 
charge on the entire estate.” 

The result therefore clearly is that estate duty is payable, not 
only when the share of any individual successor in personal 
roperty (upon which succession duty is payable) exceeds 
£10,000, but in all cases where the entire fund exceeds that 
sum, even if no individual share therein exceeds it. Conse- 
quently, the interposition of a life estate makes no difference, 
and in the case in question had B. predeceased her father, so 
that the fund on his death would have been divisible amongst 
her ten children, then according to the judgment, estate duty 
would have been payable just the same. It appears, there- 
fore, that estate duty is payable on every trust fund, exceed- 
ing £10,000 in value, upon which a claim for succession 
duty has arisen or may arise by reason of a death on or after 
the Ist of June, 1889, whether the interest therein of an in- 
dividual sucessor exceeds that sum or not. 

If our information is correct, up to the present time estate 
duty has only been claimed in cases where a life estate has 
interposed (liable to the same rate of duty as the reversion), 
or where the share of any individual successor has exceeded 
£10,000. Hundreds of accounts must have been ~~ 
since 1889 upon which estate duty has not been paid, but 
upon which it was, according to the above interpretation, 
payable. In many, and probably most, of these cases, the 
trustees will have divided and paid away the fund, often to 
mortgagees, purchasers, foreigners, or ms who have 
since become insolvent, but nevertheless it is open to the 
Inland Revenue authorities to claim the hitherto unpaid duty 
(there being no bar to such a claim which can possibly have 
come into operation); and if such a course be pursued it is 
needless to point out that considerable difficulties and complica- 
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tions must result, and in many cases great hardship to the 
trustees, in consequence of their personal liability to defray all 
duties which become payable on funds in their hands. The 
point is of great importance to solicitors and their clients, and 
all trustees who have recently paid succession duty on funds 
exceeding £10,000 in value would be well advised to defer part- 
ing with the fund without some definite assurance from Somerset 
House that no claim will be made in respect of estate duty. 


THE TEST OF WHAT IS 
A. 


THERE is a broad distinction between the object of the Bills of 
Sale Acts of 1854 and 1878 and that of the Act of 1882. The 
earlier Acts were intended to — false credit being given to 
people who had parted with the ownership of their goods by 
reason of their being allowed to remain in possession of them, 
and thereby to appear to be in good circumstances. 

The Act of 1882 had an entirely different object; it was 
intended to prevent impecunious debtors from being induced to 
sign documents which they did not understand; and therefore 
it provided that a mortgage bill of sale should be made in a 
certain form, which was (however erroneously) believed by the | 
Legislature to be intelligible, and that every mortgage bill of | 
sale should be void unless it was in that form. 

The definition of a bill of sale is given in the Act of 1878, 
and accordingly when it is alleged that an instrument is void 
under the Act of 1882 a preliminary question arises, Is it a bill 
of sale at all? and this question must be decided hy the Act of 
1878. 

When we look at the definition of a bill of sale contained in 
the Act of 1878 we find that it relates to documents only, not to 
parol agreements nor to transactions (North Central Wagon Co. 
v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co., 35 Ch. D., 
at p. 205); and, further, that neither the Act of 1878 nor the 
Act of 1882 requires that any transaction shall be put into 
writing ; all that the Acts provide is that if the transaction is 
put into writing, and if it is of a particular nature, it must 
comply with the provisions of the Acts (Re Watson, 25 Q. B. D., 
at p. 33. See Beckett v. Tower Assets Co., 1891, 1 Q. B. 1). 

It follows that where a transfer of personal chattels within 
the meaning of the Acts is made without any document there 
is no bill of sale, and therefore that the transaction cannot be 
avoided by either of the Acts. There are, however, cases of 
some nicety, where, although the transfer of the property is 
perfectly good without the assistance of any document, still 
there is some contemporaneous document operating as a record 
of the transaction, and a dispute may arise as to whether that 
document is not a bill of sale within the meaning of the Acts. 

In considering this question it must be re membered that, 
although contracts of certain classes are valid if made by parol 
only, still, if a contract is reduced into writing, the writing is the 
only evidence that can be produced to shew what the contract is. 
So that in a case of 
transaction valid 
case may be, by the fact that a contemporaneous document, 
intended to operate merely as a record of the transaction, falls 
within the definition of a bill of sale, 
requirements of the Act of 1878 or of 
v. Shrewsbury, 21 Q. B. VD. 41). 

If the reader will examine with attention the 
bill of sale as given in the Act of 1878, he 
every case a bill of sale confers on the grantee, who is not in 
possession of the chattels comprised in it, a right, either imme- 
diate or future, to possess them. (Consider the judgments in 
Marsden vy. Meadows, 7 Q. B. D The converse is not true, 


A BILL OF SALE. 


the Act of 1882 (Newlove 


definition of a 


. 780. 


this nature it may possibly happen that a | 
in itself may become void or voidable, as the | 
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to the de facto possessor of them, it is most improbable that 
such an instrument is a bill of sale within the meaning of the 
Act, as it does not fall within the mischief intended to be guarded 
against by the Act. 

Change of possession standing alone is ambiguous. It may, 
according to the intention of the parties, pass “the property to 
the new possessor, so as to make him the absolute owner, or it 
may pass only a special property to the new possessor 80 as to 
make him a bailee. But whichever of these effects the change of 
possession may have, it is obvious that an instrument which 
merely records the reason for which the change of possession 
was made, or how the new possessor is to deal with the goods, 
cannot take effect as conferring a right to possess—in other 
words, it cannot be a bill of sale. 

As pointed out on a former occasion (34 Soricrrors’ Journal, 
672), the distinction between the two classes of documents above 
referred to is brought out with great clearness by comparing Ez 
parte Parsons, Re Townsend ( 16 Q. B.D. 532) with Ex parte Hub. 
bard (17 Q. B. D. 690). In both cases money was borrowed on the 
security of goods. In both cases a contemporaneous document 

was signed containing a record of the transaction. But in & 


| parte Parsons the goods were not delivered, and the document 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





and fails to satisfy the | 


authorized the lender to take possession of them and to sell them, 
In Er parte Hubbard the goods were delivered to the lender and 
| the document stated the conditions on which he might sell them, 
| In accordance with the doctrine above laid down, it was held 
in Ex parte Parsons that the document was, and in £x parts 
Hubbard that it was not, a bill of sale. 





REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 
An Introduction to the History of the Law of Real Property. 
With Original Authorities. By KENELM Epwarp Dicsy, Judge of 
County Courts. Fourth Edition. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 


The Law of Torts. A Treatise on the Principles of Obligations 
arising from Civil Wrongs in the Common Law. ‘To which is added 
the Draft of a Code of Civil Wrongs Prepared for the Government of 
India. By Sir FREDERICK PoLtock, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. Third 
Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law relating to Building Societies. With Appendices con- 
taining the Statutes, Treasury Regulations, Act of Sederunt, and 
Precedents of Rules and Assurances. By EDWARD ALBERT WURTZ- 
BURG, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—Just as I am leaving for a holiday I have received a print of 
a new general order under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, providing 
that no ad valorem fee shall be chargeable on the registration of 4 
caution or restriction containing a proviso that it shall cease to 
operate at the end of one year or less from the date of its registration. 
My letter to the registrar has, therefore, not wholly failed of effect, 
but the rule is so inadequate and unpractical as to make one despair 


| of ever seeing a workable system of registration introduced. 


will find that in | 


An ad valorem fee is to continue to be charged in all cases in which 
the caution is not expressly made inoperative at the end of a yeat. 
In other words, a lender is to be asked to take a security which may 
by simple inadvertence or neglect cease to have any value! No one 
would advise him to lend on any such terms, and this the officials 


| might easily have ascertained if they had consulted any banker or 
| solicitor or other practical man of business* Why is an equitable 


as some instruments which confer such a right are excluded | 


from the definition (see, for example, Grigg v. National Guardian 
Assurance Co., 1891, 3 Ch. 206). In o 
document which CO nfe rs the right to] 
bill of sale, no document can be a bill of sale 
confer the right to POSsess. 

It should serhaps be observed that, although 


of bill of sale contained in the Act of ‘Is 7% is 


unless it does 


oe 


words, although a | 


sis not necessarily a | : 
J | current account (which he 1 


definition | 
» large as to | doubt be welcome, 
include a release by a person who has the right to pide oes goods | tration of title is in many cases an advantage, and might be made 80 


charge over registered land to be heavily handicapped as against 4 
similar charge over unregistered land ? 

It is true that provision is made for renewal, but only at the cost 
of the full ad valorem fee! So that if a customer wishes to give his 
bankers a floating charge for the overdraft for the time being on his 
now does by a simple deposit of his title 
deeds) he must, if his land be registered, either give a formal and 
registered charge or pay the same fees as if he had done so. 

To those who oppose registration altogether this instance will no 
To those who, like myself, believe that registra- 








ee a ee a ee 












, 1892, 

pbable that 
ing of the 
be guarded 


- Tt may, 
property to 
wher, or it 
30F SO as to 
» change of 
ent which 
POSsession 
the goods, 
—in other 


: JOURNAL, 
ants above 
paring Ey 
parte Hub. 
ved on the 
document 
ut in Fy 
document 
sell them, 
onder and 
sell them, 
was held 
Ex parte 


Pre | erty, 
Judge of 


ligations 
is added 
iment of 


Third 


228 COl- 
nt, and 
WURTz- 
imited). 


wrint ot 
viding 
n of a 
“ase to 
ration, 
effect, 
lespair 


which 
year, 
| may 
10 one 
ticials 
cer or 
itable 
inst 


. cost 
re his 
n his 





title 
and 





ll no 
stra- 
le 60 










Aug. 27, 1892. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 36.] 741 








in all, it is matter for regret that such difficulties should be needlessly 
interposed. BENJAMIN G. LAKE. 


10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, August 24. 


COMMISSIONERS FOR OATHS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Referring to the Act passed last year extending the powers of 
commissioners for oaths, may I ask, Why are such commissioners 
still kept subject to disabilities? I mean, why should they be 
penalized as against J.P.’s ? What is the reason that declarations in 
many cases are bound to have a 2s. 6d. impressed stamp, if they are 
taken before a commissioner, while no stamp is required if they 
are made beforea J.P.*% Will our Law Institution bestir itself to 
obtain a removal of this anomaly ? T. PALLISTER YOUNG. 

29, Mark-lane, E.C., Aug. 22. 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE COUNTY COURT RULES (JULY), 1892. 

These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules (July), 1892, 
or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of ‘‘ The County Court 
Rules, 1889,” and had been numbered therein by the number of the 
Order and Rule placed in the margin opposite each of these Rules. 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Rules, 1889. The forms in the Appendix shall 
be used as if they were contained in the Appendix to the County 
Court Rules, 1889. Where any Rule hereby annulled is referred to in 
any of the County Court Rules, the reference to such Rule shall be 
construed as referring to the Rule hereby prescribed to be used in lieu 
thereof. 

ORDER V. 

Order V., Rule 1, of the County Court Rules, 1889, is hereby 
annulled and the following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

1. Order V. Rule la. Actions to be commenced by plaint. 51 & 52 
Vict. c. 43, s. 78. Forms 6 and 7.] All proceedings authorised to be 
commenced in a county court by or under the Act shall, except when 
otherwise provided by the Act or by these Rules, be commenced by 
the entry of a plaint, and shall be called actions. 


ORDER VII. 

Order VII., Rule 31a, of the County Court Rules, 1892, is hereby 
annulled and the following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

2. Order VII. Rule 31. Where service made otherwise than by 
bailiff. Form 21. Form 32.) Where a default summons has been 
served otherwise than by bailiff, a copy of such summons, with the 
date of service endorsed thereon, shall, within three clear days next 
thereafter, or such further time as may be allowed by the Registrar of 
the Court issuing such summons, be delivered or transmitted to such 
Registrar by the plaintiff. The plaintiff shall also (unless the 
defendant gives notice of defence or admission of the debt), after the 
expiration of the time limited for giving notice of defence, but before 
or at the time of entering up judgment, deliver or transmit to such 
Registrar an affidavit of the service of such summons, according to 
the form in the Appendix, or the order to proceed as if personal 
service had been effected, as the case may be. 


ORDER IX. 

Order IX., Rule 16, of the County Court Rules, 1889, is hereby 
annulled and the following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

3. Order IX. Rule 16a, Payment when there is set-off or counter- 
claim. Court fees.] Where a defendant pays into Court any sum 
admitted to be due, after deducting any amount claimed by him under 
a set-off or counter-claim, he shall, in the case of set-off, pay there- 
with Court fees proportionate to the amount paid in, and in the case 
of counter-claim shall pay therewith Court fees proportionate to the 
amount paid in as well as to the amount claimed by counter-claim. 


ORDER XII. 
Order XII., Rule 5, of the County Court Rules, 1889, is hereby 


annulled and the following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 
4, Order XII, Rule 5a. Application for interlocutory injunction, 


1892, is hereby annulled, and the following shall stand in ineu 
thereof :— 

5. Order XII. Rule 11a. Practice in interlocutory applications. ]} 
(1.) The application may be made either in or out of Court, and either 
ex parte or on notice in writing. When made on notice, the notice 
shall be served on the opposite _— or his solicitor (if any) two days 
at least before the day of the hearing of the application, unless the 
Judge or Registrar shall give leave for shorter notice. 


ORDER XXV. 


6. Order XXV., Rule 14b. Judgment summons when judgment 
against a firm, &c. Forms 52c,D. Form 52E.] Where a judgment 
or order is against a firm or against a person, who is carrying on 
business in any name other than his own, in such other name, and 
the person entitled to enforce the judgment or order desires to do so 
by judgment summons against any person whom he alleges to be a 
partner in or the sole member of such firm, or against the person 
whom he alleges to be carrying on business in such other name as 
aforesaid, he shall file an affidavit together with a copy thereof in one 
of the forms in the Appendix, and thereupon a judgment summons 
shall issue in the form in the Appendix directed to such person 
alleged to be such partner or sole member, or to be carrying on busi- 
ness in such other name as aforesaid, and there shall be annexed to 
such judgment summons and served therewith, a copy of the said 
affidavit sealed with the seal of the Court. And if such person alleged 
to be such partner or sole member or to be carrying on business in 
such other name as aforesaid shall not appear on the return day of 
such judgment summons, he shall be deemed to admit that he is a 
partner in or the sole member of such firm, or that he does carry on 
business in such other name as aforesaid and to admit his liability te 
pay the amount due and payable under such judgment or order. 
But if such person shall appear and deny that he is a partner in or 
the sole member of such firm, or that he carries on business in such 
other name as aforesaid, the judge may decide the fact on the 
evidence then before him or may direct an issue to be tried to deter- 
mine the same. 


ORDER XXXITI. 


Order XXXIII., Rule 10, of the County Court Rules, 1889, is 
hereby annulled, and the following Rules 10a and 10) shall stand 
in lieu thereof :— 

7. Order XXXIII., Rule 10a. Mode of trial of interpleader trans- 
JSerred from High Court. 47 & 48 Vict. c. 61, 8. 17.] Any proceeding 
by way of interpleader transferred from the High Court to a county 
court shall be tried in such manner and under such conditions as may 
be prescribed by the order directing such transfer. In the event of 
no directions as to the manner and conditions of trial being given in 
such order the sheriff or any of the parties to the proceeding may 
apply to the Judge or Registrar of the Court to which the proceeding 
is transferred for directions as to the mode of trial or as to any pro- 
ceeding with reference to the property seized, and subject thereto the 
proceeding shall be tried by the Judge without a jury, and the 
ordinary procedure on the trial of an action shall apply. 

8. Order XXXTIII., Rule 10b. Costs of interpleader and Chancery 
proceedings transferred from High Court. 47 & 48 Vict. c. 61, 8. 17; 
51 & 52 Vict. c. 48, s. 69.] Where any proceeding by way of inter- 
pleader, or any action or matter pending in the Chancery Division is 
ordered to be transferred from the High Court to a county court, and 
no order to the contrary has been made in the High Court, the costs 
of the order and of the proceedings prior thereto shall be in the 
discretion of the Judge of that county court, and shall be taxed in 
the county court upon such scale, whether of the High Court or 
county court, as the Judge shall think just. The costs in the county 
court shall be in the discretion of the Judge, and shall be taxed on 
such county court scale as he may think just. 


ORDER XLVIITa. 


THE CHARITABLE TRUSTS (RECOVERY) Act, 1891. 

9 Order XLVILTa, Rule 1. Parties, 54 Vict. c. 17.) It shall not 
be necessary to make the trustees (if any), or persons acting in the 
administration of the charity, or the Official Trustee of Charity 
Lands, or the Official Trustees of Charitable Funds, parties to any 
proceeding under the Charitable Trusts (Recovery) Act, 1891, unless 
the Judge before or at the trial otherwise orders; and for the pur- 








ke. Form 290.) Where any party desires before the trial an 
immediate order upon any of the matters following, (that is to say), | 
an order in the nature of an injunction, or an order for the appoint- | 
ment of a receiver, or for taking any accounts (whether the particu- | 
lars pursuant to Order VI., Rule 2, claim such accounts, or the | 
claim in the particulars involves taking such accounts), or for making | 
any inquiries, he may file an application for such order, and apply to | 
the Jalen, either in or out of court upon affidavits setting forth the 
facts rendering such order immediately necessary. 

Order XII., Rule 11«, sub-division (1), of the County Court Rules, 


poses of proceedings under the said Act, the Board shall be deemed 
to represent all parties interested in the charity. 

10. Order XLVITIa, Rule 2. Notice under 54 Viet. e 17, 8 5.) 
The notice in section 5, sub-section (1), of the said Act mentioned 
shall be a two days’ notice in writing, and shall be served on the 
opposite party or his solicitor; but the Judge or Registrar may give 
leave for shorter or substituted or other notice. 

11. Order XLVITTa, Rule 3. Discovery.) 


order for produc- 
tion of doouments or other discovery against the Board shall be made 


upon their secretary for the time being. 
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APPENDIX. 
Form 52 ¢. 
AFFIDAVIT FOR LEAVE TO ISSUE A JUDGMENT SUMMONS 
ON A JUDGMENT OR ORDER AGAINST A FIRM. 

L A. Bf the above-named 
plaintiff [or E. F. (state name, residence, and occupation) | 
make oath and say as follows :— . 

1. On the day of _ I [or 
the plaintiff] obtained judgment [or an order] in this 
action in this Court [or in the county court of 


holden at ] against the defendants C. D. d 
Co. [or as the case may be] for the sum of £ [and 
costs] and there is now due and payable under the said 
judgment [or order] the sum of £ : 


2. I am informed and believe (state the sources of infor- 
mation and grounds of belief) that G. H. of (state name, 
residence, and occupation) was at the date of the judgment 
[or order] a partner in the said firm of C. D. & Co. [or 
the sole member of the said firm of C. D. & Co. or carry- 
ing on business on his own behalf in the name of J. A. 
(state the name in which he was sued) j- 

3. I verily believe that the said @. H. is well able to 
pay the sum aforesaid now due and payable under the 
said judgment [or order} (add where t 
himself make the ajidavit), and I am duly authorized by 


the plaintiff to make this affidavit on his behalf. 


4 Let gt 7 
the peainiuy aoes ht 


Form 52 D. 

AFFIDAVIT FOR LEAVE TO ISSUE A JUDGMENT SUMMONS 
IN SERVICE OUT OF THE DISTRICT ON A JUDGMENT OR 
ORDER AGAINST A FIRM. 

I, A. B. of the above-named 
plaintiff fe rT E. -. state name, residen . a ql « u) mation ) 
make oath and say as follows: 

1. On the day of I [or 
the plaintiff} obtained judgment an order] in this 


action in this Court [or in the county court of 
holden at ] against the defendants C. D. d 
Co. for as the case may be) for the sum of £ and 


costs] and there is now due and payable under the suid 
judgment [«r order} the sum of £ 


2. I am informed and believe (state the sources of infur- 
mation and gr of belief) that G. H. of (state name, 
residence, and occupation) was at the date of the judg- 


ment [or order} a partner in the sai im 
[or the sole member of the said firm of (. D. & ( 





carrying on business on bis own behalf in the name of 
J. (state the name i ich he was 4 i 
3. The said G. H. now lives at ‘ and 


there occupies a house [or shop, or rooms, or 
may be} of the yearly rent or value of £ 


4. The said firm of (. D. & Co. [ the said J. K. 
carry [or carries! on the business of [ «tat f} in 
t state what’ at t tarts ere. and add « fa 4 F 
the business is profita é). 

5. The said G. H. has [or has not] apart from thé 
business of the said (. . & Co. the said J. K. 
separate means [state any facts shewi rate me . 

6. The defendant, (. ))., is unmarried [or is married 


and has («fat vany) children, of whom (stat 
many) work and earn wages). 

7. I verily believe that the said (. //. is well able t 
pay the sum aforesaid now due and payable under the 
ssid judgment [or order] (add where the p 
himself make the affidavit), and I am duly 
the plaintiff to make this affidavit on hi: 


) 


aintiff does not 
: 
authorized by 


DenRA. 





Form 452 £ 
Jupcmest Summons on 4 JupGMENT on ORDER OF A 
Covustry Covet aGarxst Frums 4 PERSONS CARRY- 





ING ON BUsiwess IX NAMES OTHE! THAN THEIR OWN, 
be Debtors Act. 1869, 
In the {title of Court issuing summe 
No. of plaint 
No. of judgment summons 

Betwcen A. PB. Plaintiff, 

' Address description. 

And ©. D. de Co. 

To G. i. of | state the VAT address. aud 
deseriyphivn of Vuk of the persons alleged fey bee partners in the 
firm againd whom the judgment or order was dhained, w 
of the pero alleged to he the ede member theres. or of thie 


Def ndanta.* 
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person alleged to be carrying on business in a name other (if any) madedy 

than his own). she Comet. 
Whereas the plaintiff obtained judgment [or an order] 

against the defendants by and in the name of the firm of 

C. D. & Co. (or as the case may be) above described in this 

court [or in the county court of holden at 

] on the day of 

for the sum of £ {and costs] and there is now due 

and payable under the said judgment [or order] from the 

said C. D. & Co. to the said the sum of £ ; 
And whereas the said 4. B. has filed an affidavit in 

this Court, a copy whereof is hereunto annexed, wherein 

it is deposed that you the said G@. H. are one of the part- 

ners in the said firm of defendants C. D. «& Co. [or that 

you the said G@. H. are the sole member of the said firm 


| of C. D. & Co. or that you carry on business on your own 


behalf in the name of J. K.] 
You are therefore hereby summoned to appear per- 
sonally in this Court at [place where Court holden] on 
the day ot ,»18_ ,at the hour of 
in the noon, to be examined on oath by the 
Court touching the means you have or have had since the 
date of the judgment [or order] to satisfy the sum pay- 


| able in pursuance of the suid judgment [or order]; and 


Order XXV. 
Rules 11a, 





* State the 
name, aAdicux, 
and description, | 
as in the 
origina! 
eulninuns with 
any atinendment | 


also to shew cause why you should not be committed to 
prison for default in payment of the said sum. 

And take notice that if you deny that you are one of 
the partners in the said firm of defendants C. D. & C 
[or that you are the sole member of the said firm of 
U. D, & Co. or that you carry on business on your own 
behalf in the same name of J. K.] you must appear at 
this Court on the day and at the hour above mentioned 
and that in default of your so appearing you will be 
deemed to admit that you are one of the partners in such 
firm [«7 that you are the sole member of the said firm of 
C.D. «& Co, or that you carry on business on your own 
behalf in the name of J. A.] and your own liability to 
pay the amount due and payable under such judgment 
[or order}. 
Dated this 


, day of 6 . 

Registrar of the Court. 
Amount of judgment [er order] remaining due. 
Costs of this summons. 


Total sum due - 7 “ - 


(N.B.— Th is summons is available again t one pe Tso only 
id where an order Sor payment by instalments ha been 
nade, part only of which are due, must be modified in 
7 nth thee facts. ] 

We, Alfred Martineau, Henry J. Stonor, A. Shelly Eddis, 
Mackenzie D. Chalmers, and G. Washington Heywood, being Judges 
of County Courts, appointed to frame Ruies and Order for regulating 


the Practice of the Courts and Forms of Proceedings therein, having, 
by virtue of the powers vested in us in this behalf, framed the fore- 
going Rules and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands 
and submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 
(Signed) ALFRED MARTINEAU. 

Henry J. Sronor. 

A. SHELLY Eppts. 
MACKENZIE D. CHALMERS. 
G. WASHINGTON Hrywoon. 


Hatssury, C. 

CoLERIDGE, C.J. 

Natu. LInpiey, L.J. 
Epwanrp E. Kay, L.J. 

F. H. JEungE, Pres. P. D. & A. 
C. E. Potwiock, B. 


Approved, 


= 


I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the 1st day 
October, 1892. 
(Signed) HALssury, C. 


LAND REGISTRY ACT, 1862. 
GENERAL ORDER, 
With the sanction of the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, 
Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, I, Robert 


Hallett Holt, Barrister-at-Law, Registrar of the Land Registry, by 
virtue and in pursuance of the 25th and 26th Victoria, cap. 53, and 


| all other powers and authorities enabling in that behalf, do determine 


that from the date of this Order 

No ad valorem fee shall be chargeable on the registration of 4 
Caveat or Restriction containing u proviso that it shall cease to 
operate at the cud of one year or less from the date of its registra- 
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tion; but that this Rule shall not apply to a Caution or Restriction 
by way of renewal of any such Caution or Restriction as aforesaid, 
and that £1 shall be the minimum fee for registering any Caution or 
Restriction. 
Dated this 8th day of August, 1892. 
HAatsbury, @. 
RoBeRT HALLETT HOt. 





LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1875. 
RULE. 


I, The Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, by virtue and in pursuance of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, 
and of all other powers and authorities enabling in that behalf, do 
determine that from the date of this Rule 

No ad valorem fee shall be chargeable on the Registration of a 
Caution or Restriction containing a proviso that it shall cease to 
operate at the end of one year or less from the date of its registra- 
tion; but that this Rule shall not apply to a Caution or Restriction 
by way of renewal of any such Caution or Restriction as aforesaid, 
and that £1 shall be the minimum fee for registering any Caution or 
Restriction. 

Dated this 8th day of August, 1892. 

HAtssury, C. 


We certify that this Rule is made with the concurrence of the 
Treasury. 
SipvNEY HERBERT. 
W. H. Watronp. 


LUNACY ACT, 1890. 


ORDER AS TO THE FEES AND PER-CENTAGES, UNDER SECTON 148 oF 
THE LuNAcY Act, 1890, ‘WHICH ARE REQUIRED TO BE TAKEN FOR 
Lunacy PRocEEDINGS IN THE Higu Court OF JUSTICE AND CouRT 
oF APPEAL BY MEANS OF STAMPS. 


Whereas, by section 3 of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, it is 
provided that the Treasury may from time to time make, and when 
made, revoke, alter, and add to regulations for all or any of the 
following purposes respecting fees in any public office; that is to 
say :— 

41) Regulating the manner in which the fees taken in money are to 

be taken, accounted for, and paid over. 

(2.) Determining the use of impressed or adhesive stamps, and the 
mode of cancellation of adhesive stamps. 

(3.) Regulating the use of stamps and prescribing the application 
thereof to documents from time to time in use, and requiring 
documents to be used for the purpose of such stamps. 

Provided that any such regulations which may relate to the office of 
any court of law shall be made with the consent of the Lord 
Chancellor. 

Now we, the undersigned, being two of the Lords of Her Majesty's 
Treasury, do, with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, hereby 
give notice, and order and direct— 

That, from and after the date of this Order, in lieu of any regu- 
lations on the subject heretofore in force. the whole of the fees and 
per-centages imposed by the Rules made under section 148 of the 
Lunacy Act, 1890, shall be taken in stamps, and that the stamps em- 
ployed for the purpose shall, in all cases, except for the fees payable 
for copies of documents, be impressed. The stamps for denoting 
the fees payable for copies of documents shall be either impressed or 
adhesive, 

The impressed stamps herein referred to shall be of such a character 
as the Commissioners of Inland Revenue may, from time to time, 
adopt. for the purpose, whilst the adhesive stamps shall be of the 
description sank for judicature fees generally, such adhesive stamps 
to be cancelled by the various court or other officers, either by per- 
foration or in such manner as the said Comissioners may from time 
to time direct. 

The official forms, with impressed or adhesive stamps (as the case 
may be), required in any proceedings under the said Act shall be sold 
at the Inland Revenue Office, Royal Courts of Justice. 

And we do further direct that this Order shall be binding on all 
courts, officers, and persons whom it may in any way affect. 


SrpneyY HERBER?, 
Herbert Evstack MAXWELL, 
Two of the Lords of 
Her Majesty’s Treasury. 


(Signed) 


Dated the 11th day of August, 1892, 


I concur in this Order, 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re LUMLEY & LUMLEY, CATHCART v. CATHCART—Il7th August. 
Vacation Bustness—CHAarGE ON Funp ror Costs—Transrer or Fenn. 


In this case application was made for a charge on a fund in the Bank of 
England and for liberty to transfer part of the funds. By an order made by 
North, J., on the 27th of July, 1892, it was ordered that a sum of money due 
to Messrs. Lumley & Lumley, solicitors, should be paid out of certain sums 
of Consols standing in the name of Mrs. Cathcart in the Bank of England 
after payment thereout of costs directed to be paid to Mr. Cathcart by an 
order in Lunacy dated the 16th of December, 1891. On the 8th of August, 
1889, an order had been made by North, J., restraining Mrs. Cathcart 
from dealing with the funds. An order was made in lunacy on the 3rd of 
August, 1892, dealing with the costs of the lunacy inquiry, and charging 
the Consols before referred to with certain costs. On the 5th of August, 
1892, another order was made by Stirling, J., that Mrs. Cathcart, not- 
withstanding the order of the 8th of August, 1889, should be at liberty 
to transfer part of the Consols for the purpose of giving effect to the orders 
of the 16th of December, 1891, and the 3rd of August, 1892. It was con- 
tended that the present motion was merely by way of execution for giving 
effect to the orders already made. On the other hand, it was urged that 
the matter was not vacation business, and that the funds were safe. 

Bruce, J., made the orders as asked for.—CounsgL, H. Terrell ; Stokes ; 
Germaine. Soxtcrrors, Lumley § Lumley ; Crawley § Arnold ; Cridland. 

[Reported by V. pe S. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 


HANWELL LOCAL BOARD vr. WENHAM—17th and 18th August. 


Costs—APporRTIONMENT OF CosTs—ACTION DISMISSED—COUNTER-CLAIM DIS- 
MISSED—TAxaTION—OssEcTION TO TaxaTion—Speciric Irems. 


This was an application to temit to the taxing master a bill of costs 
under the following circumstances. The plaintiffs, who are the local 
authority for Hanwell, commenced an action on the 17th of June, 1890, 
against the defendant for an injunction restraining him from continuing 
the connection of a certain pipe with the sewage works of ‘the plaintiffs. 
The statement of chim contained the following all-gations. Tne plain- 
tiffs were the owners of a sewage farm in Hanwell, and from the tanks 
thereof a pipe was luid through and under the defendant's land. Pre- 
viously to the commencement of the action the defendant brok» through 
this pipe without the leave of the plaintiffs. Since the commencement of 
the action the defendant disconnected his drain, made good all damage 
done by him, and thereupon the plaintiffs wrote to the detendant stating 
that the plaintiffs weuld abandon the action on the defendant paying the 
plaintiffs’ party and party costs, which were stated to be £1 lis 4d. This 
offer was declined by the defendant. By their statement of claim the 
plaintiffs, after alleging in substance the above-mentioned facts, claimed 
a declaration that at the commencement of the action they were entitled 
to an injunction and damages and costs. The defendant delivered a 
defence and counter-claim. The defence admitted the chief allegations 
contained in the statement of claim. The counter-claim asked for an in- 
junction restraining the plaintiffs from using their drain until the same 
had been laid so as not to block up the defendant's drain and from flood- 
ing the defendant's land and for damages. It appeared, therefore, that 
after the defendant had disconnected his pipe there was nothing at issue 
between the parties except the costs of the writ, but the plaintiffs stated 
that they were forced to proceed by reason of a summons taken out by 
the defendant to dismiss the action for want of prosecution. The action 
was heard before Romer, J., who made an order dated the 6th of July, 
1892, dismissing the action without costs, and dismissing the counter- 
claim with costs to be taxed and paid by the defendant to the plaiutiffs. 
The clerk to the board and the defendant were the only witnesses examined 
on the plaintiffs’ claim, the remaining witnesses being all witnesses for the 
counter-claim. The costs were taken in and taxed by Master Spofforth on 
the 5th of August, 1892, at £183 3s. 2d. ‘The defendant then took in 
objections on the 8th of August, which came before the master on the 
10th of August, when he disallowed all the cbjections except upon 
two items, ultimately allowing the bill at £181 Qs. 2d. The objections 
stated that, the claim of the plaintiffs having been dismissed with- 
out costs to either party, they were not entitled to the general 
costs of the action, but only entitled to such of the charges m the 
bill as had been caused by or related wholly to the counter-claim. In 
other words, that the plaintiffs were only entitled to the amount 
by which the costs had been increased by reason of the counter+ 
claim. Further, that all the items in the bill which had not been dis- 
allowed, and which were common to both action and counter-claim, 
should be apportioned, and a part thereof only allowed against the 
defendant, instead of the whole, as allowed by the taxing master. The 
defendant also objected to the allowance to the plaintiffs of other items 
mentioned in the objections—namely, that the plaintiffs were not entitled 
to charge the defendant with close copy order; that certain charges was 
not according to scale; that the defendant's documents were not in- 
spected, and that costs for inspecting were allowed ; that certain of the 
amounts allowed were oppressive ; that a second consultation with counsel 
had been allowed, but a second consultation with counsel was not change- 
able as between y and party. The defendant also objected to the 
allowance to the plaintiffs of an order for partioulars, on the ground that 


the particulars related to the defence, and not to the counter-claim, In 
answer to the objections, the taxing master said that the plaintiff Inourred 





(Signed) Harspury, C. 
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claim. The plaintiff could, if it had not been for the counter-claim, have 
set down the action for trial on the admission in the pleadings. The 
objections were, several of them, to questions of guantum, which the 
master refrained from answering. He allowed witnesses though not 
called, the plaintiffs’ solicitor having satisfied him that they were in 
attendance, and the case was stopped by the judge after hearing the 
evidence of three witnesses. This was a motion by the defendant that 
the objections mentioned above might be allowed, and that it might be 
referred to the master to vary his certificate. Saner v. Bilton (27 W. R. 
472, 11 Ch D. 416) and Re Law (31 Soxtcrrors’ Jovrnat, p. 717) were 
referred to in the arguments. Saner v. Bilton decides that in a case where 
both the claim and counter-claim are dismissed with costs, the general 
costs of the proceedings are not to be apportioned, but the defendant, who 
has to bear the costs of the counter-claim, has only to pay the sum by 
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resolution, informal or not, shewed what was the state of the company’s 
affairs. The only substantial question in the case was as to the person to 
be appointed. His lordship regretted that the parties had not been able 
to come to some agreement as to the person to be selected. Two gentle- 
men had been nominated, both of very high standing, and against neither 
of whom could anything be said. He thought that the interests of the 
debenture-holders demanded the appointment of their nominee, and that 
they were entitled to nominate a fit and proper person to act qs receiver 
and manager. ‘Che order would therefore be that the nominee of the 


| debenture-holders be appointed receiver and manager, with liberty to act 
| at once.—CounseL, Seward Brice, Q.C., and Martelli; Marten, Q.C., and 


which the costs of the proceedings have been increased by the counter- | 


claim. 

Bruce, J., dismissed the motion, with costs, and said that the items 
specifically objected to were questions for the discretion of the taxing 
master, and there was no evidence that the taxing master had exercised 
his discretion wrongly on these matters. The plaintiffs were entitled to 
such costs as solely related to the counter-claim. The apportionment of 
items was a matter within the discretion of the taxing master, and he 
could not find that the taxing master had not acted on the principle of 
fairly attributing the costs of the counter-claim to the counter-claim in 
dealing with the specific items. He failed to see that any of those items 
were not fairly referable to the counter-claim only. The defendants 
objected that the taxing master himself, in answer to the objections, had 
not stated with sufficient clearness that he had acted on the principle of 
referring items attributable to the counter-claim to the counter-claim. 
Whether that was so or not the greater part of the costs allowed were 
incurred in rebutting the counter-claim. Inaccuracies had been pointed 
out in the master’s answers, but the case was not to be decided upon 
inaccuracies in the master’s answers, but upon the bill itself. The point 
chiefly relied on related to the order for, particulars. The action was a 
peculiar one. [His lordship here stated the nature of the action and the 
defence and counter-claim.] It was perfectly clear on the statement of 
claim that the action was continued for the sake of costs. The defendant 
substantially admitted the plaintiffs’ allegations. The only defence was 
that the defendant acted with the authority of the plaintiffs. If he had 
established that he would have made a good defence, and the order for 
particulars was applied for and made. No doubt one part of the order 
for particulars related to the defence; but that part did not create any 
substantial expense. The character of the particulars was such that they 
related to the counter-claim. The matter was one in the discretion of the 
taxing master, and he would not interfere with that discretion. The same 
observations applied to the second consultation with counsel. The motion 
must, therefore, be dismissed, with costs.—Cotnset, Marten, Q.C., and 
Gaches ; Hopkinson, Q.C., and Stallard. Sourcrrors, Terrell, Atkinson, 
Winstanley ; Warren S. James. 


[Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 


STUBBER v. DANIEL & CO. (LIM.)—24th August. 


Company—Recerver AnD ManaGeEr—DeEpentures —NOMINEE OF DERENTURE- 
HOLDERS, 


This was a motion by debenture-holders that a receiver and manager 
should be appointed in a debenture-holders’ action in the place of an 
existing receiver, who was desirous of being discharged owing to ill- 
health. The plaintiff and the company were not in agreement as to the 
person to be appointed. The company objected to the person proposed by 
the plamtiff, on the ground that he had not the necessary experience and 
special knowledge for realizing the company’s assets, and also that a 
receiver could only be appointed by consent, as had been the case, accord- 
ing to the plaintiff's allegation, with the existing receiver. The company 
carried on business as merchants and consignees in the West Indies, and 
had considerable sugar estates. The assets were large and difficult of 
realization. A resolution had been passed that the company were unable 
to go on with their business, but it appeared that there was some informality 
as to this resolution which might affect its validity; though, in fact, the 
resolution had been passed. The applicants stated that there was a 
petition pending for compulsory winding up, and that the assets were in 
jeopardy, and could only be protected by the appointment of some fit and 
proper person as receiver and manager. The applicants also stated that 
there had been breaches of the covenants contained in ‘their trust deed, 
but the company, who opposed the debenture-holders’ application, denied 
that there had been any breach of the provisions contained in the trust 
deed, and contended that, till there had been such a breach, the possession 
of the ipsor ea. could not be interfered with by the appointment of a 
receiver and manager. The = was supported by two-thirds of 
the debenture-holders, who submitted to the court that their nominee 
ought to be appointed receiver. 

Bacce, J., said that it was obviously in the interest of all parties that a 
receiver should be appointed. Chitty, J., had already appointed a re- 
ceiver, who was unable to act owing to ill-health, and who desired to be 
discharged. It had been said that the order of Chitty, J., was made by 
consent, and could only have been made by consent. Whether it had 
been made by consent or not he did not know, and did not propose to in- 
oo: because in his opinion the circumstances which the evidence before 

im disclosed shewed that a receiver onght to be appointed. The company 
were clearly unable to carry on their business without the intervention of 
the court in some way. The resolution purporting to be passed by the com- 
pany to the effect that they were unable to carry on their Sustaes s was stated 
to have been passed informally, but, however that might have been, the 











J. K. Young ; P. B. Abraham ; Pollock ; W. E. Vernon. Soxtcrrors, Ashurst, 
Morris, § Co. ; Druces § Attlee. 


{Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 


THE COLWYN BAY PIER CO. v. HILL—24th August. 


CompaANy—APPoOINTMENT oF SoLicrror—ARTICLES OF ASsSOCIATION-—SPECIAL 
ReEsoLtuTIoN—-REMOVAL or So.icrror. 


By one of the articles of association of the above-named company it was 
stipulated that a certain person should be the solicitor of the company. 
A resolution was passed by the company in general meeting that the 
person named in the articles should be solicitor tothe company. The 
question was whether the solicitor could be dismissed in any other way 
than by a special resolution of the company duly passed and confirmed, 
and this was a motion to restrain the defendant (the solicitor) from acting 
as solicitor to the company and from taking steps to register certain 
resolutions. On behalf of the applicants it was contended that the con- 
tract was not with the company, and that the directors could dismiss the 
solicitor at a board meeting ; that the directors had terminated the relation- 
ship of solicitor and client, and that a special resolution was not necessary 
dismissing the solicitor. On tbe other side it was urged that the solicitor 
had been legally appointed and had never been legally removed by the 
company, and could not be legally removed except by a special resolution, 
but the defendant admitted that he could not act without instructions 
from the company, and could not interfere with any other solicitor who 
might be employed by the company. 

Brvce, J., made an order for the motion to stand over till the second 
motion day in next sittings upon the defendant undertaking in the mean- 
time not to act as solicitor for the company unless specially instructed by 
the company, and not to interfere with any person employed by the 
company as solicitor, and also undertaking to deliver up to any person 
named by the company any documents in his possession belonging to the 
company, the same to be held, when delivered, subject to the defendant’s 
lien.—CovunseL, Millar, Q.C., and Bethell; Marten, Q.C., and Cann. 
Soricrrors, Wynne, Holme, § Wynne, for Whitley § Co., Liverpool; Frits 
Needham. 

Reported by V. pe 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


te AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN PREBBLE AND ROBINSON— 
llth August. 

ArsirraTion— Fees or Arsitrarors AND Umprre—Lianinity To TAXATION 
—AnrpiTraTIon Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), 8. 2, and Fimsr Scuepvte, 
Provision (i). 

The question in this case was whether the court had power to tax, as 
part of the costs of an arbitration, the fees which the umpire had named 
as due to himself and the arbitrators. The plaintiff and the defendant 
had submitted certain differences to the decision of two arbitrators and an 
umpire, who sat and heard evidence for six hours upon one day and for 
two hours on the day following. The umpire afterwards made his award, 
and wrote about the same time to both parties intimating that it was ready 
to be delivered upon payment of a sum of £153 16s. 8d. for the fees of the 
umpire and arbitrators (including a small sum for the cost of the prepara- 
tion of the award). The amount of these fees was not mentioned in the 
award itself. The plaintiff took up the award, which was in his favour, 
and sent in his bill of costs, including this item of £153 16s. 8d., to the 
defendant. Upon taxation the defendant objected to this item, upon the 
ground that the umpire did not in his award give the amount of the arbi- 
trators’ and umpire’s fees, and that the same were excessive. The taxing 
master stated that in his opinion these fees were most unreasonable, and 
that he would have reduced them if he thought he had power to do so, but 
he refused to tax them upon the authority of Re Stephens, Smith, § Co. and 
The Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Co. (ante p. 464). Bruce, J., 
in chambers, upon appeal from the master, referred the matter to the 
court. Section 2 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, provides that the pro- 
visions of the lst schedule to the Act shall apply to a submission unless a 
contrary intention is expressed therein. Provision (i) in the First Schedule 
is as follows :—‘‘ The coste of the reference and award shall be in the dis- 
cretion of the arbitrators and the umpire, who may direct to and by whom, 
and in what manner, those costs, or any part thereof, shall be paid, and 
me tax or settle tue amount of costs to be so paid, or any part thereof, 
and may award corte to be paid as between solicitor and client.’’ 

Tue Count (Lord Coneumwor, C.J., and Cave, J.) remitted the case for 
taxation. 

Lord Co.zumwor, C.J.—I fully sympathize with the difficulty which was 
felt by the master and the judge, and it would be a great advantag: 
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if a clear provision were added to the law enacting that arbitrators and 
umpires should not be the final judges of their own fees. ButI think that 
these fees are liable to taxation. The case of Re Stephens, Smith, ¢ Co. 
and The Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Co. is a decision by judges 
of very great authority (Mathew and A. L. Smith, JJ.), but there is a 
great difference between it and the present case. There the arbitrators 
did as provision (i) allows them to do: they stated the amount of the costs 
in their award, and directed by whom they should be paid; and the 
judges thought that they could not tax individual items of these costs 
without setting aside the whole award, and that they were not asked to 
do. There the sum which it was sought to tax was a part of the award 
itself; here these charges are not ascertained by the award at all. Un- 
doubtedly they would have been liable to taxation in a case arising before 
the Arbitration Act, 1889, came into force, and as the umpire has not 
brought himself within the words of provision (i) I think there is no 
difference between this case and a case before the Act. 

Cave, J.—I am of the same opinion. Under provision (i) the arbitra- 
tors or umpire may direct by whom the costs are to be paid—that is a 
provision which was very commonly inserted in submissions before this 
Act was passed. Moreover, they may ‘‘ tax or settle ’’ the costs and may 
award costs as between solicitor and client. Now there is no indication in 
this provision that they may ‘‘tax or settle’’ after they have made their 
award ; this power is given in connection with a power which was often 
exercised before the passing of the Act in and by the award itself. It 
seems to me, therefore, that where this power under the Act to tax or 
settle is not exercised in and by the award, it has not been exercised at 
all, aud tbat the master has power to tax. This case must, therefore, be 
remitted.—Covunset, Moyses; Marshall. Sourcrrors, William H. Lydall ; 
Marshall §& Marshail. 


[Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law. | 


THE QUEEN v. VILLENSKY—C. C. R., 6th August. 


Croat Law-—Recrtvinc StoLen Goops—Resumption or PosskEssion oF 
Sroten Property py OwNer—Svunsequent Recervine—24 & 25 Vicr. c. 
96, s. 91. 

The question in this case was whether the prisoners could be convicted 
of feloniously receiving stolen goods under the following circumstances :— 
The goods in question were addressed to consignees in Holloway, and 
delivered by the consignors to Carter, Paterson, & Co., who are common 
carriers, for conveyance to the consignees. At a depdt of Carter, 
Paterson, & Co.’s, one of their servants, Clark, was observed to remove 
the parcel containing the goods from the place where parcels for Holloway 
were placed, and to put it with parcels for Spitalfields. Clark, who 
pleaded guilty to the larceny, had attached to the parcel a label addressed 
to the prisoners. Carter, Paterson, & Co.’s superintendent, on hearing 
these facts, caused the parcel addressed to the prisoners to be placed in 
a van for delivery to them. Two detectives, by his orders, travelled in 
the van, and the parcel was delivered to the prisoners, who received it 
under circumstances pointing clearly to the conclusion that they knew 
that it had been stolen, and were in complicity with Clark. At the trial 
at the London County Sessions counsel for the prisoners objected that 
at the time the property was received by them it was not stolen, 
possession having been resumed by Carter, Paterson, & Co. (the prosecu- 
tors). He cited in support of this view R. v. Dolan (Dears. C. C. R. 436) 
and R. v. Schmidt (14 W. R. 286, L. R.1C. C. R. 15). The prisoners 
were convicted, the chairman being of opinion that those cases were 
distinguishable, and drawing attention to the words of the indictment 
following the statute: ‘‘ Before then feloniously stolen’’ and ‘‘ knowing 
the same to have been feloniously stolen.’’ He stated this case for the 
opinion of the court. 

Tus Covurr (Lord Corzentper, C.J., A. L. Surru, L.J., Potrock, B., and 
Cave and Bruce, JJ.) quashed the convictions. 

Lord Cotrriner, C.J.—I think that this case is covered by 2. v. Dolan. 
The goods were no doubt stolen in the first instance, but the carriers in 
whose name the prosecution was carried on took them back and sent them 
away with special instructions as to their delivery, and with two detectives 
accompanying them. It is clear tome that by so doing they resumed 
possession of the goods, and that, therefore, this conviction cannot stand. 

A. L. Smrru, L.J.—The only question is whether these goods were 
stolen property at the time when the prisoners received them ; they were 
at first stolen, but the prosecutors resumed possession, and at the time 
they were received they were not stolen. 

Po.tock, B.—I am of the same opinion. The case is governed by RP. v. 
Dolan, which scems to me to be, not only good law, but good sense also. 
To say that these prisoners can be convicted of feloniously receiving these 
goods because the words of the Act are ‘‘ knowing the same to have been 
teloniously stolen’? would be to make it an offence to receive goods which 
have been stolen at any past time. 

Cave, J.—Dolan’s case is directly in point, and is an authority with 
which I entirely agree. 

Buucr, J.—I agree,—Counsg., Slade Butler ; Cohen. Sourcrrons, D. A. 
Romain ; James Popham. 


Reported by T. R. C. Dini, Barrister-at-Law. } 


THE QUEEN vr. WAITE—C. C. R., 6th August. 


CrminaL LAw—CarnaL KNow.epoer or Gru unper tus Aak or Tumrsen 
Yuans—Prisoner under tue Aor or Fourrgen Yrans—Incaracrry— 
Pursumerion or LAaw—Crimina, Law AmunpMent Act, 188) (48 & 49 
Vicr. c. 60), 8. 4. 


Case stated by Wright, J. The prisoner was indicted, under seetion 4 
of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, at the Warwick Assises for the 





felony of carnal knowledge of a girl under the age of thirteen years— 
namely, of eight years. The offence was fully proved and prisoner was con- 
victed. He was also convicted upon an indictment for a common assault 
upon another girl of eight years of age. The judge sentenced him to two 
concurrent terms of two months imprisonment for the two offences, and to 
whipping for the former offence, subject to this case. The question was 
whether a boy under the age of fourteen years could be convicted of the 
more serious offence. If not, the sentence of whipping could not be 
carried out. The following authorities were referred to: 1 Hale P.C., 
pp. 25 and 630-1; R. v. Eldershaw (3 C. & P. 396); BR. v. Groombridge (7 
C. & P. 582); R. v. Phillips (8 C. & P. 736); R.v. Brimilow (9 C. & P. 366). 

Tue Court (Lord Corzriver, C.J., A. L. Surru, L.J., Pottock, B., and 
Cave and Bruce, JJ.), quashed the conviction under section 4 of the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885. 

Lord Coteriwer, C.J.-—Hale Jays down the law on this subject at p. 
630 of his Pleas of the Crown: ‘‘An infant under the age of fourteen 
years is presumed by the law unable to commit a rape, and, therefore, it 
seems, cannot be guilty of it, and though in other felonies malitia supplet 
atatm . . . yet it seems as tothis fact the law presumes him impotent 
as well as wanting discretion.”’ Unless the Criminal Law Amendment 
Act has altered the law we must hold that the question is governed by the 
common law as stated by Hale in this In the case of this felony 
the law presumes an incapacity which is physical, not mental ; and judges 
have very properly refused to admit evidence tending to shew that capacity 
existed in individual cases ; there is a presumptio juris which cannot be got 
over, and there is nothing in the Criminal Law Amendment Act to remove 
it; the law remains as it was stated by Hale. 2. v. Brimilow is no 
authority to the contrary. As to the conviction for a common assault, in 
this case no objection is taken to it, and it will stand; but the conviction 
under section 4 must be quashed. 

A. L. Surrn, L.J.—The authorities are uniform from Hale downwards, 
and this conviction for the full offence cannot stand. The result is that 
the prisoner must suffer the punishment of imprisonment which has been 
imposed for the common assault, but he cannot receive the whipping to 
which he was sentenced for the graver offence. 

Pottocx, B., Cave and Bruce, JJ., concurred.—Counsei, Stuhbins. 
Soxrcrror, The Solicitor to the Treasury. The prisoner was not represented. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Dirt, Barrister-at-Law.} 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Franx 8. Pearson, LL.B. (Lond.), solicitor, Birmingham, has been 
appointed by the committee of the Birmingham Law Society Lecturer to 
their students’ classes. Mr. Pearson was admitted in 1889 after obtaining 
honours in the Final Examination. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvuTions. 

Grorce Ripeway Kitimistsr and Artucr Tuomas Pattinson, solicitors 

and conveyancers, Macclesfield (Killmister & Pattinson). August 11. 

[ Gazette, Aug. 19. 
James THorNELY, Joun Cameron, THomas Hearn Tuornety, ard James 
Lamrort Tuornexy, solicitors and notaries public, Liverpool (Thornely & 
Cameron). So far only as regards the said James Thornely, who retires as 
from the 3lst day of December, 1891. The business will be carried on by 
the said John Cameron, Thomas Heath Thornely, and James Lamport 
Thornely, at the same place, and under the same firm’s name of Thornely 

& Cameron. [ Gazette, Aug. 23. 





GENERAL. 

At the recent Liverpool Assizes, says the Times, Mr. Justice Denman, 
who presided in the Crown Court, made some severe strictures on the 
lenient sentences passed on prisoners at the City Sessions by Mr. Hop- 
wood, the Recorder. The Liverpool Sessions were opened on the 23rd of 
August, and in his charge to the grand jury the Recorder referred to the 
subject, and said he was not aware of any supervision of that court, acting 
within its jurisdiction, by any other court. He was just as free as any 
judge in the land to criticize the sentences at the assixes, and to point out 
when and how often, from his point of view, they were severe and un- 
justitiably long ; but doubtless it would appear to most men indecorous to 
do so, and he must, with all respect, assert the like independence for the 
court over which he presided. As to the matter of the criticism itself, it 
was self-evident that it was impossible to condemn sentences either for 
being too severe or too light without having the fullest information as to 
what passed at the trial. Some elementary information might illustrate 
and prove this. Let them take, for example, the offence of housebreaking. 
That offence might vary between extremes of merely lifting a latch of an 
unlocked door, or effecting entrance with the most elaborate and in- 
geniously applied tools. No one would deny that the first might be 
yunished with a light sentence, while the latter deserved a heavy one. 
sut in the record of previous convictions all that appeared was ‘* house- 
breaking.”” Who, then, on such barren information was justified in 
authoritatively saying that a sentence of a day was too little, or a sentence 
of twelve months was too much? Farther, in order to be just in criti- 
cizing, if was necessary to mquire whether the convict hal or had not 
been already before sentence two months er six weeks in prisom—a fret 
which would not appear, It might also be well te have regard to the age 
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of the delinquent ; a boy of eighteen might be more leniently dealt with 
than a man of thirty. ‘‘ To put down,”’ ‘‘to make example of,’’ were not 
principles of sentencing which his experience, as long and varied as that 
of any judge, taught him to adopt. They failed in the one purpose, and 
they caused bitter and fearful wreck of individuals in the other. They 
sometimes lost sight of the fact that human life and human suffering were 
the subjects of their thoughtless experiments. 

On the 18th of August Dr. George Danford Thomas, the coroner for the 
Central Division of the county of London, held an inquest at Hampstead 
concerning the treasure trove recently found on Parliament-hill. In 
opening the proceedings, he informed the jury that in ancient days, before 
banks were established, and even after the Goldsmiths had carried on 
banking operations in the City of London, the coroner was frequently 
employed, with the assistance of his jury, in making investigations on 
behalf of the Crown into the finding of treasure. In those early days it 
was the custom of people who had treasure, when there were disturbances 
and civil wars, to bury the treasure. They used to bury it in the ground 
by roots of trees, and in other places where they could find it again. So 
it came to pass that, years afterwards, perhaps, persons who had hidden 
treasure either forgot it or the record of the place where it was hidden 
was lost. Then there came the finding, and it became the custom to give 
information to the head borough or peace officer, and he would communi- 
cate with the coroner, whose duty it was to investigate the matter. Then, 
if there was no legal claim to it, the coroner having inquired into the 
case, the treasure was put in the charge and custody of the Crown—in 
other words, into the hands of the Treasury--and any claims that might 
arise would be fully considered. In this instance there might be a sus- 
picion that it was stolen property ; but the police had been making very 
careful inquiries. After the coroner’s address evidence was given respect- 
ing the finding of the articles and their nature, and subsequently the 
coroner inquired if anyone in court had a claim to make. There being 
no response, the jury then returned a verdict to the effect that on the 
21st of July the treasure trove in question, ‘‘all silver and of ancient 
design and date,’’ was found under the ground of Parliament-hill, Hamp- 
stead, and, having heard the witnesses, and no claim to the same being 
made, the jury directed that it should be ‘‘ handed to the care and custody 
of her Majesty’s Treasury on behalf of the Crown.”’ 








WARNING TO InTENDING House Purcnasers & Lessezs.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &e.—[Apvr. ] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripvay, Aug. 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTeD In CHANCERY. 

Iste or Wicutr MortGace axp Investuent Co, Limrrev—Creditors are re‘uired, on or 
before Sept 28, to send their-names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Isaac Barton, jun, Partlandsavenue, Ryde. Fardell, solor for liquidators 

Private Investors’ Association, Lim1rep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Francis Clarke, 41, Coleman st. Friday, Oct 28, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

STAFFORDSHIRE GAs ANP Coxe Co, Lim1rep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Dewe Leake, 16, Abchurch lane. Friday, Oct 28, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the said debts and claims 

Tuomas Barractoven & Co, Limirep, Grose Works, WuitLey st, RocHDALE RD, Man- 
CHESTER—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 24, tosend their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Tongue, 44, Brown st, Manchester. 
Crofton & Craven, Manches‘er, solors for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep 1n CHANCERY. 

Compisation Lock axp Cuain Stitcu Sewine Macuine ano ATTACHMENT SyNvDICATE, 
Liwutrev-— Petn for winding up, presented Aug 19, directed to be heard on Oct 25. Fere- 
day, Old Broad st, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Lonpox axp Nortuern Synpicare, Loutepn—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 23, 
to send their names and addresses, and thé particulars of their debts and cliims, to A. 
H. P. Stoneham, 29, St Swithin’s lane. Crosley & Burn, Moorgate st bldgs, sulors for 
liquidator ; : 

Opa Mines or QuEENSLAND, LimitRp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 23, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Akers, 11, Abchurch lane 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Lovet No 6 or tHe Isperexpent Onver or Loyat Goop Fet.ows, Beehive Inn, Dudley, 
Worcester. Aug 16 ; 

InERS’ GENERAL Sick AND Provipest Benerit Socrery, Miners’ Hall, 33, Millgate, 
Wigan, Lancaster. Aug 18 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 12. 
Foster, Many, Windermere Villa, Westmorland, and Hanxau Wriauy, Windermere. 
Sept 20. O’Brien v Foster, Kekewich, J. Taylor & Co, Sheffield 
Kiaxratnick, Grorcr, Denton, Lancaster, Hotel Keeper. Sept 12. Ball vy Worthington, 
Registrar, Manchester. Moodie & Rhodes, Manchester 





London Gazette.—TuxrspaAy, Aug. 16. 


Hvurey, Serixa Seprima, Barton on Humber, Licensed Victualler. Sept 30. Boord & 
Son v Williams, North, J. Ward, Lincoln : 
Meap, Samvkt, Birmingham, Builder. Oct 1. Bennett v Mead, Chitty, J. Smith, Bir- 


mingham 
toy, See ree, Southport. Oct1. Muff v Rodgers, Chitty, J. Branson & Son, 


Rix, Wiii1am, Great Dunham, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 22. Drewe v Rix, North, J. 
Emerson, Norwich 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 19. 
CHALMERS, JoHN TEMPLETON, Liveped, Travelling Draper. Oct 24. Douglas v Chalmers, 
hitty, J. Macmaster, Bradford 
Hucues, Josepn, Pelsall, Stafford, Timber Merchant. Oct1. Hughes v Hughes, Keke- 
wich, J. Evans, Walsall 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug 23. 
CHALMERs, Jonn TempLeton, Liverpool. Oct 24. Douglas v Chalmers, Chitty, J. Dalby, 
Birkenhead 
Garritr, Taomas, Bowdon, Chester, Gent. Sept 24. Potts v Garfitt, Registrar, Man- 
chester. Peters, Manchester 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug 9. 

ALLEN, Saran, Aston, nr Birmingham Sept3 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
ones, Harriet Anye, Kenilworth, co;Warwick Sept 20 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn 

square 
Asvanw, Jous OrreE.L, South Shore, Blackpool, Gent Sept 30 Claye & Son, Manchester 
AnprEws, Josern, Bradford, Solicitor’s Clerk Sept6 Gardiner & Jeffery, Bradford 
AspLAnD, Aynz, Fellows rd, South Hampstead Augi7 Harding & Son, Birmingham 
ein a Ervest, Wallington, Surrey, Gent Sept 12 Robins & Co, Old 
Baxoua, Witias Stratford St Mary, Suffolk, Builder Sept 15 Sparling & Son, Col- 
Suntan, Wassie, Dover, Gent Sept30 Smith & Co, Birmingham 
BasTaBLe, WILLIAM GREEN, Longdown, Eling, co Southampton, Farmer Oct 30 Coxwell 

& Pope, Southampton 
ree) -ees Wing, Bucks, Shoemaker Sept 19 Newton & Co, Leighton Buzzard, 


Brittain, JOuN, ogee, Wolstanton, Staffs, Ironfounder Aug 24 Hollinshead & 


} y, Tuns' 
Burgiper, Wittiam Epwarb, Shaftesbury, Gent Sept7 Burridge & Co, Shaftesbury 


CHESSHIRE, Barnabas, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Solicitor Sept 30 Smith & Co, Bir- 
mingham 

CLAVERING, GzorGE, Ashburnham rd, Chelsea Nov5 Wood & Co, Gt James st, Bedford 
Tow 

CLece, Wiit1am Hurcutyson, Savoy Mansions, Savoy, Paper Stainer Sept 6 Hindle, 
Darwen, Lancs 

Co.esroox, Witx1am, Creek rd, Deptford, formerly Baker Sept 24 Down & Co, Dorking 


Coviine, Samve., Boxmoor, Herts, Baptist Minister Sept 5 Rowell & Lomas, Rick- 
mansworth 
Cow ry, Lewis Hersert, Leamington Sept 14 Davies, Leamington 


Extiot, James Jouy, Leigham, Egg-Buckland, Devon, Esq Oct 4 Prance & Prance, 
Plymouth 
Fievver, Exiza Avy, Folkestone Sept 25 Bartlett, Bush lane 


nie aes, Beckenham, Kent, Gent Sept 26 J A Stirling, Winchester House, Old 

road st 

Green, Cuarvzs, Ecclesall, Sheffield, Farmer Sept 17 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 

Gunn, Jane, Leavesden, Herts Sept 16 A R & H Steele, College hill 

Hammonp, Louisa, Bognor, Sussex Sept15 Gregory, Chichester 

Hanp, Marcaret, Reading Sept7 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Hoytz, Heynry, Halifax, formerly Mill Manager Sept 9 England, Halifax 

Humrureys, Henry, The Vale, Hampstead, formerly Licensed Victualler Oct9 Wells, 
South sq, Gray’s inn 

Latuam, Witx1aM, Liscard, co Chester Sept8 Wright & Co, Liverpool 

Martix, Mary, Ashton under Lyne Sept3 Lord & Son, Ashton under Lyne 

May, Jessiz Hore, Iver, Bucks Aug 26 Barraud & Co, Mildred’s ct, Poultry 

Mayer, Apemwer, Aldersgate st, Importer of Clocks Sept 10 Croft & Mortimer, Cole- 
man s 

Mitts, GzorGe, Hanley, Frujterer Sept 15 Blewitt & Co, Birmingham 

Mortmmer, Jutiet Exiza, Fersfield, Norfolk Sept 5 Miller & Co, Norwich 

Morey, Witx1Am, Whiteshill, Glos, Gent Sept15 Little & Mills, Stroud 

Oakes, Jupy, Headingley, Leeds Sept 30 Ward & Sons, Leeds 

Paart, Leopotp Griaston, Wimborne, Dorset, Colonel (retired) Sept 1 Lowe & Co, 
Temple gdns 

Perry, Rosz Maria, Penmaenmawr, co Carnarvon Aug 31 Sprott & Son, Shrewsbury 

Roverts, Wi.11AM, Llantihangel, Esgeifiog, Anglesey, Farmer Sept10 Cemlyn-Jones & 
Thomas, Bangor 

Rowe, Mary Any, Colchester Sept 6 White & Son, Colchester 

Srancer, Georce Earoyx, Brook green, Hammersmith, Surgeon Sept 17 Hunt & 
Williams, Nottingham 

Srewarp, WIL.1AM, Strand, retired Jeweller Sept 25 Bartlett, Bush lane 

Surciirre, Samvet, Halifax, Clogger Sept1 Longbottom & Sons, Halifax 

Wane, Epwanp, Cross, Crompton Bishop, Somerset, Surgeon Aug 24 Powell, Banwell 

Wy ey, Mary, High Orm, Staffs Sept 5 Morgan & Co, Stafford e 

London Gazette.—Fripay, August 12. 

Aviz, ALrrep ALBzrt, Wigan, Surgeon Sept14 France, Wigan 

Bartuorp, Rosert, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Esq. Sept 20 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields 

Baxter, Joun, Blackpool, Gent Nov1 Rylance & Son, Manchester 


Buizarp, Georce Davin, Dryburgh rd, Putney, Gent Sept 8 Surtees, Bedford row 


Boro, Grorcisna Gorvon Lennox, Cleveland sq, Hyde Park Sept 5 Upton & Co, 
Austinfriars 

Baistowe, Tuomas Lynx, Cadogan sq, Member of Stock Exchange, M.P. Sept 24 
Rhodes & Son, Dowgate hill 

Brooke, Joun, Hyde, co, Chester, Solicitor Sept 30 Brooks & Co, Ashton-under-Lyne 
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Carrer, W1i.14M, Palmerston rd, Buckhurst hill, Commercial Clerk Sept 24 French, 
Crutch 


friars 


Crarxe, Tuomas, Loughborough, Dyer Sept 16 Woolleys & Co, Loughborough 
Cottier, Rosert, Woolston, nr Warrington Novi Rylance & Son, Manchester 


Davies, Dan, Swansea Sept14 Hartland & Co, Swansea 


Ex.iort, ARCHIBALD, Carlisle, Tailor Sept 26 Cartmell & Burnett, Carlisle 
Exuisoy, Joseru Ruruerrorp, Hexham, Northumbrid Sept12 PruddahsHexham 


, Austinfriars 





Surpman, Exvizasetn, Eaton, 


Mowsray, Georce Tuomas, Seals, Leics Sept19 Smith & Co, Ashby de la Zouch 


Parersoy, Witt1am, Lansdowne rd, a he formerly of Bengal Civil Service, Esq 
Sept 29 Bowlings & Co, Essex st. , Strand 
Pick, Arruvur, Grantham, Grocer Sept 9 White & Son, Grantham 


Piatrs, Roser, Killamarsh, 
Chesterfield : 
SHARMAN, Jonn, Malwood rd, Balham, Gent Oct1 Herbert, Cork st, Burlington gdns 


co Derby, Veterinary Surgeon Aug 31 Bunting & Son, 


Leics Oct 1 Goodson & Harrison, Nottingham 


Feanina, Axroxto pt Monazs Gouss, Ealing rd; South Ealing, Haq Sept 5 Upton & | Srevensox, Jostru, Great Dover st, retired Draper Sept 14 Watson & Co, Bouverie st, 
eet st 


Granam, Witttam Dove.as, Winchester, Lieutenant Colonel Sept 29 FI& JC War- | syxes, Epwarp Jousx, Basildon, Berks, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 90 H & C Collins 
2 nat) ’ bad J 
| Reading 


ner, Winchester 
Hespersoy, Mary, Southport Novi Harrison, Liverpool 


Tuomas, Epwanv, Newport, Mon, Gent Sept 20 Llewellyn & Moore, Newport, Mon 


Huron, Joseru, Dowlais, Glam, Boot Manufacturer Sept 29 Jones, Merthyr Tydfil 
Jackson, Ricuarp, Cudham, Kent, Fruit Grower Sept 3 Willett & Latter, Bromley Bedford row 


Jones, Epwarp, Tonbridge, Clerk in Holy Orders Oct 3 Clabon & Parker, Great George 


st, Westminster 


Joxes, Cxcria Anne, Saltash, Cornwall, Authoress Sept 23 Vanderpump & Eve, Phil- | 

Snel hanete Plumstead, Kent Sept 12 Greenep, Woolwich | 

Las.tetr, AynE, Wingham, Kent Oct1 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

LasLetT, CuArtorrte, Littlebourne, Kent Oct 1 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

LastetT, Mary Denne, Littlebourne, Kent Oct1 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

Manszats, Witi1amu, Ashton under Lyne, Solicitor Sept 30 Brvoks & Co, Ashton under | 
yne 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Austix, Watrer Harry, Kidderminster, Bicycle Dealer 
Kidderminster Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

Barnes, Jonn WIM, ‘Moulsham, Chelmsford, Boot 
Maker Chelmsford Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

BarWELL, Jonx, Blaenavon, Mon, Inokeeper Newport, 
Mon Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 17 

Beyyx, Epwsy, Ma anchester, Beerseller Manchester Pet 
Aug 215 Ord Aug 15 

einieeae, Harry, Wo ellington, Salop, Coachbuilder Made- 
ley Pet Augl7 Ord Aug 17 

Brown, Nicnovas, Halifax, Commercial Traveller Hali- 
far Pet Aug iz Ord Aug 17 

Cuampers, Wittiam, Haymarket, Stockbroker’s Clerk 
High Court Pet June29 Ord ‘Aug g15 


CurawippEN, Cuartes ALrrep, Redruth, Cornwall, Com- 
mission Agent Truro Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 
CLeosury, Aaron, and Cuartes Lower, Newchapel, nr 


Tunstall, Staffs, Colliery Proprietors ‘Tunstall Tet 
July 30 Ord Aug 16 

CrosTHWAITE, Joseru, Bushgillhead, nr Wigton, Cumbrid, 
Builder Carlisle Pet Aug 15 Ord Aus 15 

C pe Murrieta & Co, Adams ct, Merchants High Court 
Pet July 30 Ord Aug 15 

Dixoyx, Inwix Epw a. Norwich, Draper Norwich Pet 
Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Extwyy, Epiru Kare, Elm ee, Hammersmith, Widow 
High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

FearnsipE, ALonzo, Earlsheaton, Dewsbury, Book Keeper 
Dewsbury Pet ‘Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Gituirt, Wittiam, Southampton, Grocer Southampton 
Pet July 25 Ord Aug 15 

Goap, Txomas, Orton, Westmrid, Blacksmith Kendal 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

HARGREAVES, Wiutu1amM, Handsworth, =m 
Tallow Chandler Birmingham Ord Aug 

Horxixs, Daten, Aberdare, Draper yt Pet Aug 
17 Ord Aug 17 

JunNson, Thomas, aoa Boot Manufacturer Leeds Pet 
Augé Ord Aug 15 

Kixcasy , ALFRED, High rd, Lower Clapton, Builder High 
Court Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

Kixepom, Josers, Bristol, Provision Broker Bristol Pet 
Augl7 Ord Aug 17 

Lams, Tuomas Reyno.ps, Horfield, Glos, Lithographer 
Bristol Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 

Lircnriztp, Jous, Fenny Stratford, Bucks, Shoemaker 
Northampton Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 15 

Moreax, Dasret, Llanfihangel, Talyllyn, co Brecon, Inn- 
keeper Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

PavutinG, Rosert, Birmingham, ae ata Keeper Bir- 
mingham Pet July 28 Ord Au 

Piows, ARTHUR, Ilkley, Yorks, Bui tl Leeds Pet Aug 
15 Ord Aug 15 

Porter, Henry ee at ee no occupation Exeter 
Pet Aug 15 Ord A 

Povey, SamuEL, Ewyas “Frarold, Herefordshire, Innkeeper 
Hereford Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Powr.,, Water LLEWEL.yn, Chepstow, Mon, Wine Mer- 
chant~ Newport, Mon Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 

Purpy, WILuiaM, the younger, Leeds, Foreman Builder 
eds Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Rarsey, Jony Giipert Gorpaz, Honiton, Devon, Butter 
Merchant Exeter Pet Augi16 Ord A 

Ressia, Joun Vincent, Batley, Yorks, W: Woullen Manufac- 
turer Dewsbury Pet Augi5 Ord A 

Reep, Grorcr, Camberwell rd, Off Licence Beer Retailer 
High Court Pet Aug 15 ord Aug 15 

tkEvESs, Henry, Dorking, Surrey, Schoolmaster Croydon 
Pet July 23’ Ord Aug d7 

Rocers, Henry Gane, Clandown, samen, Coach Builder 

ells Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 

Roystoygz, Arrnur, Newhill, ty Wath upon Dearne, 
Yorks, Miner Sheffield Pet Au 17 Ord A 

toown, Witiam, et Cabinet Maker 

ug 15 => 
Binds, 4 Max esbury villas, Kilburn, Pianoforte 
Agent igh ¢ Court Pet June 24 Ord Aug 15 


ifax Pet 








Topp, Curistoruer Wiitiam, Cromwell rd, Kensington Nov 1 


j cery lane 


Rotherham 
Winxwaieut, Ricnarp, High 


Shettie! 








Wittcocks, Sipxey Hersert, Wandsworth a fm 
ker Wandsworth Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 
Wituiams, Cuarves, gw gon a Hoot Maker 
Wells Pet Augi7 Ord A 


| 
Wricut, Roserr, Ketton, Ru 14 yearn Test Hair- | 


dresser Peterborough Pet Aug Ww Ord 

Yarpiey, James, Exeter, Plasterer Exeter Pet , 13 
Ord Aug 13 

Yaresias, J A, Desney & Co, Jeffrey’s sq, St a axe, 
Merchants High Court Pet Julyi8 Ord Aug 16 


The following amended notice is substituted a that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug. 5 


TeaRLE, Josernu, Preston, Provision Dealer ieien Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug 3 


The as amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug. 16 :— 


Pearce, James Henry, Chacewater, yp Travelling 
Draper Truro Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLEN, Water, Langley, Bucks, Grocer Aug 29 at 3 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Barker, Biieu Lucas, Taunton, no occupation Aug 27 at 
11 Off Rec, 53, Hammet st, Taunton 


Bepper, Water Ex1, Waterloo, Lancs, Baker Sept 8 at | 


3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Bent, Henry, Burtonwood, La 
Court house, Upper Bank st, Warrington 

Bow ey, Percy, West Brighton, — Clerk Aug | 
26 at 1 Bankrupte bldg Care 

Brook, James Biyta, rich, Oo Coach, Builder Aug 27 at | 
12 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Co.tiins, James, Hove, Sussex, Electrical Engineer Aug 
29 at 2.30 Off Rec, 24, Kailway app, ——_ Bridge 

CrosTHWAITE, JosEPn, Bushgil , nr Wigton, Cumbld, 
Builder Aug 30 at 2 12, Lonsdale st, Carlisle 

Durtox, Xs wil Pu nr Leeds, Bag Maker Aug 26 at 
11 Off Rec, 31, aos row, Bradford 

Eames, tee tyn, Flint, Joiner Aug 26 at 3 
Star Cocoa Rooms, Rhyl 

Fenn, Georce, St Albans, "Whitesmith Aug 26at3 G 
Annesley, Verulam rd, St Albans 

Gaver, ISABELLE JULIE, Brook green, West Kensington, 
Widow Septlat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Garyuay, Joun, Hoxton st, Hoxton, > ee Dealer Aug 26 
at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

GraveNer, EvizabetH ANNE, Derdett rd, Schoolmistress 
Aug 26 at 12_ Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Graypon, James Werr, late St James’s residences, Pulteney 
st, nt st, Inventor Aug 30 at 11 Bankruptcy 


bldgs, st 
Harris, Emma, Theobalds rd. Holborn, Glass Factor Aug 
81 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


st 
= C., a Aug at at 11 Bankruptcy | 
Carey st 
muses, * Grorce, York st, Walworth, Pantechnicon Pro- | 


prietor Sept 1 at 11 nkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Incucoms, Harry, Croydon, Surrey, late Grocer 
12.30 24, Railway appr, London Brid, ge 

JONES, WinttaMs, hangel - nant - Melan, Beton, | 
Farmer Aug 29 at10 18, Corn sq, Leominste 

Lorp, Josreru, Rochdale, Plasterer Be 26 at 11. 15 Town 

Rochdale 

Lupton, WILLIAM HAsELW oop, G P O, St Martin’s le Grand, 

pe na *s Department "Aug 26 at1l Bank- 
stay tide, Casey st 

Mean oer Josuua Horace, Craven st, Strand, Licensed | 

Vietwaller’ er’s Manager Aug 29 at 12 Bankruptey bidgs, | 


Carey 
Pearce, Smee Hewry, Chacewater, Cornwall, Travelling 
~ ., a Aug 2 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 
NNEY. BERT, Porth, Glam, Fish Dealer ug 26 at 12 
Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


Porter, Hexry Gnene, Exeter, no occupation Aug 29 
at 3 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Prest, Arruur, ‘Armley, nr Leeds, Tailor Aug 29 at 12 
ayia Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Raun, Cuanis, = Surrey, Commercial Clerk Aug | 
26 at 11.30 24, way approach, London Bridge 


nes, Farmer Sept 2at 11.15 | 


ug 26 at | 


Roweliffes & Co, 


Watuirxker, Samvet, Birmingham, Gent Sept 20 Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 

Warts, Joseru, Plumstead, Kent Sept 12 Greenep, Woolwich 

Warrs, Manta, College rd, Upper Norwood Oct 10 Dommett, Gresham st 

Waeteamt, Tuomas, Fordingbridge, Hants, Manufacturer Sept16 Howe & Rake, Chan- 


Witxixsos, Wittiam Martix, Newark upon Trent, Grocer Oct 1 Oxley & Coward, 


st, Leyton Sept 10 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 


Wooproor ov LL1AM, Ecclesall, Bierlow, Sheffield, Saw Maker Sept 30 Brown & Son, 


Recem, Joun Wsashme Leeds, Greengrocer Aug 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, w, Leeds 
RorTuscaitp, Frank Bav ‘Ly Little Britain, Fancy Gods 
arehouseman Aug 30 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
| Scrama, Moses, Wittiam Henry Scrama, and Josepn 
Scrama, Manchester, M: ts Aug26at3 Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Scorr, Wiitram, Halifax, Cabinet Maker Aug 27 at 11 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Simons, ARTHUR Leoro.tp, Tunbridge Wells, Pianoforte 
Tuner Aug 29 at11.30 24, Railway approach, London 
Bri 
| manne Joux, Liverpool, Perambulator Manufacturer 
Aug 29 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Sreap, Joseru Exvey, Heckmond: e, Grocer Aug 26 at 
3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Tepstone, Davip Henry, New Radnor, Saddler Aug 29 
at10 18, Corn sq, Leominster 
| Watanos, Cuartrs Epmunp, Ramagate, Tailor Aug 26 
| at 11 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
wee FREDERICK, Wycombe, Chair Manufacturer 
Aug 26at3 1, St. Aldate’s, Oxford 
| WiiuiaMs, Gerorae, Leominster, Baker Aug 29 at10 18, 
Corn sq, Leominster 
Yarvwey, James, Exeter, Plasterer Aug 27 at 11 Off Rec, 
13, Bedford circus, Exeter 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ayprews, Mary Awsn, Cleeve, Yatton, Somerset, Beer 
Retailer Bristol Pet July 22 Ord Aug 17 
Avstrix, Watrer Harry, Kidderminster, Bicycle Dealer 
idderminster Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 
Bayty, Txomas, Cloudesley sq, Islington, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet July 12 Ord Aug 15 
Bepper, Water Eu, Waterloo, Lancs, Baker Liverpool 


Pet July7 Ord Aug 17 
Benx, Epwix, — , Beerseller Manchester Pet 


Augi15 Ord A : 
— Leg vot elington, Se Salop, Coachbuilder Made- 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 


Gumbanin Cuaries Atrrep, Redruth, Cornwall, Com- 
mission Agent Truro Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 
Cuarke, James, Carlisle, Innkeeper Kendal Pet May 28 
| Ord Aug 15 
Crosruwalts, Josep, Bushgillhead, nr Wigton, Cumbrid, 
Builder Carlisle Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 17 
Crump, Henry Titstox, Belvedere, Kent, Farmer Roches- 
ter Pet 4 Ord Aug 17 
Dixon, Inwix Epwarp, Norwich, Draper Norwich Pet 
Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
Fearnstpe, Atonzo, Earlsheaton, Dominy. Bookke2per 


Dewsbu Pet Aug15 Ord A’ 

Gi.uiTT, Wussan, a, ie Southampton 
Pet July 25 Ord A 

Goap, Tuomas, Orton, ecard, Blacksmith Kendal Pet 
Aug 15 Aug 15 

| Graypon, James Were, late St James’s residences, Pul- 

b=ryh —- Inventor High Court Pet July 20 

.Ord A 

Hitt, — ‘New inn yard, Shoreditch, Draper High 
Court Pet June3 Ord Aug 15 : 

| Huenes, Huenu, Cardiff, Innkeeper's Manager Cardiff 

| Pet May 23’ Ord Aug 16 

Heats, Wituiam Epwin, Canonbury sq, Islington High 
Court Pet Feb 16 Ord Aug 15 

| Horxins, Dayiet, Aberdare, Draper Aberdare Pet Aug 

17 Ord Aug 17 

| JACK, Watrer Greco, Gt Western “ Westbourne pk 
High Court Pet July 19 Ord Aug 15 

| Jouxsox, Tomas, Boot Manufacturer Leeds Pet 

Ord Aug 15 

. . - hs ney bey Vale, ey ey Coal Mer- 
chant Augi3 Ord Aug 

thampton Brighton Tet Saly 6 Ord 


| Leseneienn, Jouy, ae Stratford, + ee Shoemaker 
No Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 15 

Lucas, WiLuiAM an Cardiff, Cooper Cardiff Pet 

| July 27 Ord Aug 13 


Leveyg, Lewis, 
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Talyllyn, co Brecon, 
Pet Aug 15 
Pet Aug 


Danytet, Llanfihangel, 
eeper Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 15 
Seen Anrtuur, ible, Yorks, Builder Leeds 
15 Ord Aug 15 

Porter, Henry Grorce, Exeter, no occupation Exeter 


Pet Aug15 Ord Au 
Povey, Samvet, Ewyas Harold, Herefordshire, Innkeeper 
Hi Ord Aug 16 
Pet Aug 





More pam, 


ereford Pet Aug 16 

Prest, Artruur, Armley, nr Leeds, Tailor Leeds 
12 Ord Aug 12 

Purpy, Wiiu1am, the younger, Leeds, Foreman Builder 
Leeds Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Rapsey, Jonn Gitpert Gorpecer, Honiton, 1 pe Butter 
Merchant Exeter Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 

Ressia, Joun Vincent, Batley, Yorks, Woollen " Manufac- 
turer Dewsbury Pet Aug 15 Ord Augi15 

mocks, Henry Gane, Clandown, Somerset, Coachbuilder 
Wi Pet Aug16 Ord Aug 16 

Rocrers, Revsen, Perry Bar, nr Brmingham, Butcher 
Kidderminster Pet June5 Ord July 27 

Roystoye, Artaur, Newhill, nr Wath upon en Yorks, 
Miner Sheffield Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 

Scorr, Wit11AaM, —— Cabinet Maz ping "alifax Pet 
Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Sixciarr, Joux, Liverpool, Perambul: ad Manufacturer 
Liverpool Pet July 26 Ord Aug 17 

Wu.u1ams, Cuaries. Glastonbury, Somerset, 
Wells Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Waricut, Rosert, Ketton, Rutland, Journeyman Hair- 
dresser Peterborough Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 17 

Exeter Pet Aug 13 


Bootmaker 


Yarptey, James, Exeter, Plasterer 
13 


anys 


The = amended notice is substituted for that 


ed in the London Gazette, Aug 5 :— 
jie ae Preston, Provision Dealer Preston Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug 3 


London Gazette—Tvrspay, Aug 2 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANDREW ARTHA, Jonn Martiy, Redruth, Cornwall, Tobacco- 
nist Truro Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 18 
Bayks, Joun, Batley, Yorks, Joiner Dewsbury 
20 Ord Aug 20 
Barrox, Ricnarp, Kingsworth, Kent, Farmer 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
Bexpir, Hesry Epwiy, late Ballater rd, Brixton, 
mercial Traveller High Court Pet July 30 
Aug 15 
Brevay, Mereviru, Lawrence lane, Warehouseman’s Clerk 
High Court Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 18 
Beverty, Emma, Putney, Surrey, Grocer 
Pet Aug 3 Ord Au 
CLAYPOLE, GEORGE REDERICK, Finedon, Northants, 
Managing Director of a Public Co Northampton Pet 
Augis8 Ord Aug 18 
Drarer, Cnarves ALLEN, Worcester, Photographer Wor- 
cester Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
Fry, Witttam Huser, the younger, Brandon rd, Wood st, 
‘Walthamstow, Music Smith High Court Pet Aug 18 
Ord Aug 18 
G.LEpHILL, Jouy, Ripponden, nr Halifax, Fustian Manu- 
facturer Halifax Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 
Goopinc, Jeremian Jonx, Saxmundham, Suffolk, 
tioneer Ipswich Pet AugiS Ord Aug 1S 
Hamitton, Atyrep Georce, Argyll pl, Regent st, Mechani- 
cal Engineer High Court Pet Augi19 Ord Aug 19 
Hitt, Wittiam Hoop, late Pancras eee Queen st, 
Cheapside, Stockbroker High Court Pet Aug3 Ord 
Aug 20 
Horsauay, Rosert Wit114m, Eling, co Southampton, Land- 
aan 19 Gardener Southampton Pet Aug 19 Ord 
u; 
Lomax, st, East Twickenham 
Ord Aug 9 
Mitis, Joseru, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer 
et Aug19 Ord Aug 19 
ae Davin, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
1 


Pet Aug 
Canterbury 


Com- 
Ord 


Wandsworth 


Auc- 


3rentford Pet July 1 


Sheffield 


Augi7 Ord 
ug 17 

Oates, Joux Hoiianp, Halifax,Carver Halifax Pet Aug 
18 Ord Au 

Op, Georcr Frepericx, Moseley, Worcs, formerly Bank 

Birmingham Pet Augi19 Ord Ang 19 

‘OM, yo Brick Manufacturer Carlisle Pet 

Ord Av 


——_ 





vom cs one Southport, Joiner Liverpoul Pet Aug 18 | 


Carnarvonshire, 
Pet Aug 


5 an :T, Tynrhos, Liannor, 
stone - mg and Blaenau Festiniog 


oe 
ae 
18 

Py 
Agent h Court Pet June 24 
sristol, 

Ord Aug 18 


Ord Aug 18 
VISceNT, joe Coomse, 
Bristol Pet Aug 18 


wid Borough High st, Southwark, Provision | 


| 
| 
| 


Brush Manufacturer | 


Warp, Tuomas Wittism, Moreton st, Pimlico, Furnitur: 
Dealer 


h Court Pet Aug 18 

Wess, Witsiau Joxas, Woodbridge, 
Ipswich Pet Jan18 Ord May 26 

Wuetiaus, C W, Cassland rd, Hackney, 
turer High Court Pet July 20 Ord Aug 18 

Wuitrt, James Bexxerr, West Malvern, Confectioner 
Worcester Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 

Wituiams, Gaiveitu Janes, Trehafod, Pontypridd, Glam, 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet Augil5 Ord Aug 15 

Wii.iams, Rosent, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman 
Bangor Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 

Wirsos, Janes, Bolton, Greengrocer 
Ord Aug 19 


Ord Aug 18 
Suffolk, 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Aiter, Wiittam Rosert, Newbury, Berkshire, Butcher 
Aug 30 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 

Barxesr, Anruve, Gt Grimsby, Coach Builder 
1i Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Banrtox, CHanres ’"Witrtas, Birmingham, Albert Chain 

er Aug ®#ati1 23, Colmore rd, Birmingham 

Bayty, Tuonss,Cloudesley «1, Islington, Commission Agent 
Ang 31 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Gent | 


Boot Manufac- | 


Bolton Pet Aug 19 


Aug 31 at | 
| Evwys, 


Beyx, Epwix, Manchester, Beerseller Aug 30 at 2.45 
Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Birp, Hanyan, West Bromwich, Publican fept § at 10.30 
County Court, West Bromwich 

Bromiey, Harry, Wellington, Salop, Coachbuilder Sept 
14at1 County Court Office, Madeley 

Brown, Nicno.as, Halifax, Commercial Traveller Sept 1 
at10 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Evans, Witu1am, Letterstone, Pembs, Saddler Sept 3 at 
3.15 Off Ree, 11, Quay st, arthen 

Fry, Witt1am Husert, jun, Brandon rd, Wood st, Waltham- 
stow, Music Smith Aug 30 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Gituitt, Wiiitam, Southampton, Grocer Septé6 at 12 
Ree, 4, East st, Southampton 

GLEDHILL, JounN, Ripponden, nr Halifax, Fustian Manu- 
facturer Sept 1 at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
Halifax 

Hat, Curistoruer Breeze, Birmingham, Draper 
2.30 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Joses, Ext Baker, Denton, Lancs, Wool Former 
at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Jones, WILLIAM, Llanboidy, Carmarthenshire, 
Sept 3at11 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Kineasy, Atrrep, High rd, Lower Clapton, Builder Sept 
latil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Kiyapom, Joserpn, Bristol, Provision Broker 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Lams, Tuomas Reynowps, Horfield, Glos, Lithographer 

31 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, 


Off 


Sept 1 
Aug 30 


Farmer 


Aug 31 at 1 


Oates, Jonn Hoiianp, Halifax, Carver Sept 1 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Parker, Tom, Carlisle, Brick Manufacturer 
12, Lonsdale st, Carlisle 

Parry, Jonn WILLIAM, illt, Flints, Physician 
at12 Crypt chmbrs, C ester 

Prows, Artuvr, Ilkley, Yorks, Builder 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Powe..t, Water LLEWELLYN, Chepstow, Wine Merchant 
Aug 31 at12 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, New- 
port, Mon 

Rarsey, Joun Gitpert GorpGe, Honiton, Devon, Butter 
Merchant Aug30ati11 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 

ReBBLA, Joun Vincent, Batley, Yorks, Woollen Manufac- 
turer Aug 30at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

ReED, Georce, Camberwell-rd, Off-Licence Beer Retailer 
Aug 31 . 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rocrrs, Georce P., late of New Cross, Surgeon 

at 11 Th ‘Rail way approach, London bridge 
GERS, Hexry Gaxe, Clandown, Somerset, Coachbuilder 
Aug 31 at 12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

ScuLesincer, Oscar, Tredegar sq, Bow, Commission Agent 
Sept 1 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Seaman, W. Macie Lerr, Victoria mansions, Victoria st, 
Architect Aug 31 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SnetprRake, THomas, Rothsay st, Bermondsey, Brewer 
Sept 1 at 2.30 Bankruptey | bldgs, Carey st 

Sparnam, Arruur Witt1am, Southend, Essex, Cab Pro- 
prietor Aug 31 at 2 Institute, Clarence rd, Southend 

Tuomas, Steruen, Merthyr Tydfil, Tobacconist Aug 30 at 
12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

Tiyxer, Rosert Jony, Barnsley, Auctioneer 
11.15 3, Back Regent st, Barnsley 

Taexcrove, RICHARD THEOPHILU 8, Sparkbrook, Birmingham 
so Sawye or Sept 2 at 2.30 23, Colmore row, Birming- 

am 

Viscent, Jonn Coomse, Bristol, Brush Manufacturer Aug 
3lat3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Watker, Henry Atrorp, Lewisham, Kent, Secretary of 
British Stone and MarbleCo Aug 30 at 12 24, Railway 
approach, London bridge 

Wanp, Atrrep Ernest Boswei., and Huserr Rees, 
Birmingham, Coal Merchants Aug 31 at 11 23, Col- 
more row, Birmingham 

Warp, Atrrep Ernest Boswe.t. (Separate Estate), Bir- 
mingham, Coal Merchant Aug 31 at11 23, Colmore 
row, Birmingham 

Wesrrvr, Witiiam, Woodland st, Dalston, Chairmaker 
Aug 30 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Witxtams, Cuaries, Glastonbury, Somerset, Boot Maker 
Aug 31 at 1.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Wixsox, James, Bolton, Greengrocer Sept 8 at 11 16, 
Wood st, Bolton 

Wist, Josern Normay, Durham, Chemist 
Three Tuns Hotel, Durham 

Wonerstey, Atrrev Dovetas, Hastings, Builder 
ati2 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Waicut, Rosert, Ketton, Rutland, Journeyman 
dresser Sept 16 at 12 Law Courts, New rd, 
borough 


Aug 31 at 3 
Aug 31 
Aug 31 atll Off 


Aug 30 


7 


Sept 2 at 


Aug 30 at 10 


Hair- 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AnprewartTua, Jous Mantis, Redruth, Cornwall, 
pist Truro PetAugi5 Ord Aug 20 

Arruvur, Bersanv Grorce, Worksop, Notts, Farmer Shef- 
field Pet June 30 Ord Aug 18 

Batabnays, Beer, Manchester, Fent Dealer Manchester Pet 
June 2 Ord Aug 20 

Barron, Ricnanrp, Kingsnorth, 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
ren, Wittiam Jouys, Green st, Bethnal Green, 
Retailer High Court Pet July 12 Ord Aug 18 

Bevay, Merevrru, Lawrence lane, Warehouseman’s Clerk 
High Court Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 18 

Beows, Nicnowas, Halifax, Commercial Traveller Halifax 
Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 

SuRRELL, Geonce, jun, Sheffield, Bootmaker Sheffield Pet 
July 18 Ord Aug 18 

Caxsirve. Jenemian, Gt Saffron hill, nem, Engineer 
High Court Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 

Drarer, Cuances Att es, Worcester, a 
cester Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Eorrn Karte, Elm gdns, Hammersmith, Widow 
High Court Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 19 

Evays, Witt, Letterstone, Pembs, Saddler Pembroke 
Dock Pet Augl0 Ord Aug 18 

Fuy, Wittism Hvuverr, jun, Brandon rd, Wood st, Wal- 


Kent, Farmer Canterbury 





Aug 31 | 


Peter- | 


Tobacco- | 


Beer | 


Wor- | 


Gabe, — ABELLE JuLIE, Brook green, West Kensington, 
Widow High Court Pet July2 Ord Aug 19 

G.LEDHILL, Jonny, Ripponden, nr Halifax, Fustian Manufac- 
turer Halifax Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 

Goopinc, JEREMIAH Joun, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Auc- 
tioneer Ipswich Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 

Hatt, Curistopner Breeze, Birmingham, Draper 
mingham Pet Aug4 Ord Aug1 


Bir- 


| Harpine, Georce, Lakenheath, Suffolk, Horse Slaughterer 


Pet July 19 Ord Aug 18 
= Emma, Theobald’s rd, Holborn, Glass Factor 
Court’ Pet June 20 Ord Aug 19 
Haze = ., CHARLES, Thornhill rd, Islington, Livery Stable 
Keeper High Court Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 19 
Hitroy, Purr, “Pall Mall High Court Pet May 6 Ord 
Aug is 
Hou wen hong C, Leadenhall st High Court Pet July 2 
Ord Aug 19 
Howse, Henry, Queen Victoria st, Accountant High Court 
Pet Feb 11° Ord Aug 19 
Jessop, Marruew Jouy, Hatton gdn, Wholesale Jeweller 
High Court Pet May 7 7 Ord “Aug 20 
JONES, “Ex Baker, Denton, Lancs, Wool Former Ashton 
under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 18 
Kixcasy, ALrrep, High rd, Lower Clapton, Builder High 
Court Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 19 
Lamp, Tuomas Reynoxps, Horfield, 
Bristol Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 18 
Lyyx, Carman, and Sanpor Szivessy, Aldersgate st, 
Furriers HighCourt Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 19 
MacDonatp, Atrrep, Lambeth hill, Forage Merchant 
High Court Pet June15 Ord Aug 19 
Moraan, Davin, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Augi17 Ord 
Aug 17 
Oates, Joun goes Halifax,Carver Halifax Pet Aug 
18 Ord Aug 
Wake- 
Pet 


Bury 8t Edmunds 


Glos, Lithographer 


Parker, JACKSON, 7 akefield, 4 Manufacturer 
field Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug1 

Parker, Tom, Carlisle, Brick iets 
Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 

Percy, Rosert, Southport, Joiner Liverpool 
Ord Aug 18 

Perkins, Tuomas Cuar.es, Reading, 
Reading Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 18 

Pratt, WiLiiAM, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 18 

Roserts, Rosert, Tynrhos, Llannor, 
Farmer Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog 
17 Ord Aug 18 

Tempe, Henry WituiaAm, Liverpool, Pawnbroker 
pool Pet July19 Ord Aug 19 

TrencGrovr, Ricuarp TuKoPHiLu 8, Sparkbrook, Birming- 
=, late Sawyer Birmingham Pet Aug 10 Ord 

ug 18 

Warp, Atrrep Ernest Boswe tt, and Huserr Rees, Bir- 
mingham, Coal Merchants Birmingham Pet July 29 
Ord Aug 20 

Warp, Tuomas Wittiam, Moreton st, i se pete 
Dealer High Court Pet Aug18 Ord A 

Wuettams, C W, Cassland rd, Hackney, Boot _ 
turer High Court Pet July 30 Ord Aug 18 

Wuirt, James Bennett, West Malvern, Confectioner 
Worcestor Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 

Wituiams, Grirrira James, Trehafod, Pontypridd, Glam, 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

Witurams, Rosert, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman 
Bangor Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 

Witsox, James, Bolton, Greengrocer Bolton Pet Auz 19 
Ord Aug 19 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Jouns, Joseru, St Lythans, near Cardiff, Clerk in Holy 
Orders Cardiff Adjud Aug 18, 1887 Annul Aug 4 


Carlisle 
Pet Aug 18 
Corn Merchant 
Leicester 


Carnarvonshire, 
Pet Aug 


Liver- 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Aug. 31.—Messrs. Baker & Sons, in a Marquee on the 
Estate, at 2 for 2.30 o’clock, Plots of F etaaataaee Building 
Land (see advertisement, Aug. 20, p. 

oe. 1.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Canara 1ELD, at the Mart, 

+, at 2 o’clock, Reversions and Life Policies (see 

advertisement, this week, p. 4). 
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bers, and Postage, 53s. WEEKLY REPORTER, 
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thamstow, Music Smith High Court Pet Aug 18 Ord © J 








